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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


33p CoNnGreEss, lst Session. 


iswer to the second inquiry I prepared hastily, and 


4 au 
ei? answer that has called forth the statement from 
; Globe office, without address or signature, which 
ne 


een forwarded to Senators, and in which certain ex- 


t ; 
Sean are taken to the correctness of the statement I 
ee ehod at your request. I Owe it to you, as well as to || 
=e if, not to let this statement pass unnoticed. i 
self, | 


First, as to the number of pages of matter in the Con- 
essional Globe and Appendix. An associate in the office 
which | am employed undertook to ascertain for me the 
= ber of pages in the mine volumes composing this work 
rag Thirty Second Congress. He reported to me the 


for the . 
caaitet to be 5,300, but it appears that the actual number 
aes 5.454. 1 took the first number for the basis of my 


-giculations, and upon it they were correctly made, with 
he exception of the cost of folding, for which | allowed a 
mall advance on the price paid for folding congressional 
smat . 


documents on paper of the same size, Which was too much 


a oe difference, then, between the Globe state- 
ment and the one I furnished you, is in the cost of paper 
and press- work, rexpectively—the only items of expense of 
anv importance in printing anything, after the type is pre- 
pared for the press. i have estimated the cost of paper, 
such as the ¢ Jongressional Globe is usually printed upon, at 
rream; the Globe says it is worth $4 80. Let us 


&4 pe ; . : . | 
eet P The proprietor of the Globe, in his testimony, under 
oath, before a committee of Congress, on the 24th July, 


1350, said “He pays $3 25 at the mills, for such paper as 
the Congressional Globe is now printed upon; it costs about 
63 33 delivered here. The paper weighs about thirty-two 
pounds to the ream, of the size of twenty four by thirty- 
eight” inches. There was but little flactuation in the price 
of paper, according to the best information | have been able 
to obtain, between 1850 aud the autumn of 1803, and the 
recent rise in price probably does not exceed ten per cent.; 
but | will put it down at fifteen per cent., which on $3 33, 
would raise the price, at this time, to about $3 83 per ream. 

| will state a fact to illustrate the correctness of the opinion 
that the rise in the price of paper has not been so great as 
has been asserted. In December last, there were many 
competitors for furnishing the paper upon which the con 
gressional documents are printed at prices below the con- 
tract prices of the preceding year, and contracts were en- 
tered into for (urnishing this paper at twenty cents per 
ream less upon one class, and forty-eight cents per ream less 
upon another class. Did this indicate any considerable 
alvehnee in the price of paper up to the first of December 
last? If the publisher of the Globe is now using paper for 
the Congressianal Globe so far superior to that heretofore 
used as the price he says he pays indicates, (and I have no 
reason to doubt that he does,) he has a reason for it satis- 
factory to himself. But admit that it is worth what he 
gays, #4 80; then, according to his own showing, in the 
case referred to me, his profit would be $15,119 for the 
Congress, while I made it $16,616 upon the increased sub- 
scription of four thoasand nine hundred and twenty copies— 
if my estimate of the cost of press- work is correct, to which 

I now invite your attention. 

[tis not asserted that, in the case referred to me, I am 
too low in my estimate of the cost of press. work, but 
that inference is leftto be drawn from the following remark 
of the Globe: “The principal printing offices in the city— 
the Union, the Globe, the Sentinel, and Towers’s—charge 
an average of Sl 06 a token for printing the speeches of 
members of Congress, as is proved by their answers to a 
letter written to all of them by the Hon. R. W. Jon~son ; 
and they take their own time to print them in.’’?’ Now, the 
Globe does not say that, in the case referred to me, the 
press-work would cost him more than thirty cents per | 
token ; but it attempts to create the impression that I have 
not only stated what is untrue, but have willfully done so, 
else why this question, following immediately the above 
quotation: ** Now, knowing these facts, how can any man 
say, Or rather why would any man say, that the Globe office 
can print the proceedings of Congress, which have often to 
be printed in a great hurry, at a heavy additional expense, 
for thirty cents a token, and fold them for twelve cents a | 
token ?” 
The answers of the Union, the Globe, the Sentinel, and the | 
Towers’s to the letter of Senator Jonnson have no bear- 
ing upon the question at issue, because the price they would 
ask for executing a particular job of press-work in one case, 
(such a one, for instance, as was put to them,) is no eri- 
terion to judge of the cost to them of executing some other 
job. But { will state a few facts that will throw some light 
upon this subject, and enable the committee tu draw cor- | 
rect conclusions. 
F The proprietor of the Globe is almost daily having | 

speeches of members of Congress’? printed at one of the | 





| 
offices mentioned (not his own) at fifty cents per token, || 
Which pays all expenses, and leaves the printer a fair profit. || 
he proprietor of the Globe can make a contract with as || 
responsible a printing establishment as any in Washington | 
for the execution of all his press-work at fifty cents per | 
token, clear of all other expense to him. | 
During the last summer one of the offices mentioned was || 
helping another of them “ out of a drag’? of press-work at 
fty cents per token. It was taken from the office execu- || 
ting it, and taken to the Globe office to be executed, under || 
the plea that too mach was charged for the press-work, and || 
Ht could be done cheaper at the Globe office. l] 
Well, if fifty cents per token will pay all the expenses of \| 
press-work, and leave a fair profitto the printer, is it unfair || 
to estimate the net cost at thirty cents, with the explanation || 
In an investigation which took place 


gave the committee ? 

But this is not all. | 
ween commitiee of Congress in the summer of 1850, | 
n the subject of printing, the follewing testimony was 
elicited, under oath \, - - ; , 


77 


| truthfully. 


FRIDAY, MAY 19, 1854. 


J. F. Haliday. “1 am foreman at the Globe office.”’ 
[Mr. H. occupies the same position new.} * The common 
price for press-work in this city is fifty cents per token of 
two hundred and filty sheets of sixteen pages; although, if 
aman has the presses, he could Make MONEY On alarge job 
at twenty-five cents.’’—See Ho. Miss. Doc. 55, 3lst Cong., 
lst Sess., pp. 1 and 5. 

George Gordon sworn. “Tam pressman at the Union 
office.’ [Mr. G. occupies the same position now.] Press- 
work can be done at twenty-five cents per ream, (or twelve 
and a half cents per token,) and it will realize a small 
profit. Take, for instance, our Napier press; it will make 
eighteen thousand impressions a day; divide by four hun 
dred and eighty, the number of sheets in a ream, and you 
have thirty-seven and a half reams worked off in a day, at 
twenty five cents per ream, is $9 374g. (Mr. G. then goes 
on to show the expense of running the press.) You will 
see that a profit is rendered instead of a loss, though it is 
small.”’—See same doc., pp. 38 and 69. 

The machinery used in the Globe office, at the time the 
above testimony Was taken, was the Fame as is now used 
there. Thatto which Mr. Gordon refers, it will be per- 
ceived, is the Napier press, which is almost entirely dis 
carded for book work, but almost the only press in use for 


| printing newspapers. 


There is a mass of testimony in the document referred to 
of the same character as the aboye, and upon other branches 
of the printing business, worth looking into; but not one 
iota going to show that the information [ furnished at your 
request is not truthful, and entirely reliable foy all practical 
purposes. ** Now, knowing these facts, how can any man 
say, or rather why would any man say that the Globe office 


| can [not] execute press. work for thirty cents a token and 


fold them for twelve cents a token ?’’ particularly when it 
Was stated that no allowance was made in this statement 
for interest or capital invested. 

I regret exceedingly the necessity which I think exists 


| for troubling you, gentlemen, with this communication. 


My apology must be fonnd in the fact that I have nothing 
tu sustain me in the good opinion of my fellow-citizens but 
whatever character | may possess for truth and honesty. 
{ acknowledge your right to put questions affecting the 
pubhe interests to me, and my obligation to answer them 
And when I answer otherwise, or furnish in- 
formation the general correctness of which cannot be fully 
sustained by competent evidence, L shall deserve and ex- 


| pect the withdrawal of that confidence of the committee 


which I feel proud to believe that [ possess. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM TOWERS. 
To the ComMITTEE ON PRINTING of the Senate, U.S. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. That, sir, is the argu- 


ment of Mr. Towers, furnished to the committee | 


in answer to Mr. Rives’s review of the first esti- 
mates submitted by him. If, in view of this con- 
flict of testimony, tht Senate determine that they 
are competent to say, without the investigation of 
a committee, what is a reasonable compensation 


to be allowed, and to fix upon a permanent basis | 


as to the reporting for this body, let them do so 
I have discharged my duty. I have already 
mingled in the debate more than I designed to do. 
I have done so, however, from the fact that the 
two honorable gentlemen who were my colleagues 
on the committee when this question was submit- 
ted to their consideration, are now absent. I have 
nothing further to do with this matter. I have 
already occupied the attention of the Senate more 
than | designed, and I will now leave the question. 
I intend to say nothing more about it unless foreed 
to do so in explanation. 

Mr. WALKER. 
of the Senator from Alabama to the character of 
the testimgny upon which he is relying. I wish 
to refer him to one simple point in it, and then to 


I wish to call the attention | 


ask him if he thinks that he can repose with con- | 


fidence upon such testimony, much less ask the | 


Senate to rely upon it. 
It appears, sir, that the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. Hamutn] addressed a letter to Mr. Moore, 


| and eet that letter, he submitted the 
| estimates of 


. Rives, and requested him to 
4 
review them, and give an opinion upon them. In 


— of doing that, Mr. Moore went into calcu- 


ations of his own, In giving his opinion upon 
one very simple point, it will be found, by refer- 
ence to his letter, that he was so far erroneous, 
and so far erroneous within his own knowledge, 
that it would seem to me we ought to condemn his 
whole testimony. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. The communication 


| which has just been read is Mr. Towers’s, and not 


Mr. Moore’s. 

Mr. WALKER. I know that; but I am speak- 
ing now of the testimony of Mr. Moore; and we 
know that the testimony of Mr. Towers is very 
curiously corroborated by that of Mr. Moore. 


| 


| meant nothing offensive. 


New Senres....No. 77. 
In his calculation, Mr. Moore says, that $6 40 
a column is sufficient for reporting and publishing 
the debates in the DaiTy Globe, and then correct- 
ing, altering, and making them up in book form, 
making a second edition for the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix.” I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that Mr. Moore, 
being the foreman of the Intelligencer office, must 
himself have known that that very office had sur- 
rendered its contract with the Senate, and refused 
to fulfill i when it was paid $7 50 per colamn for 
the simple publication in the Intelligencer, with- 
out having to correct, put in book form, and con- 
vert it into a second edition. He knew that fact: 
Mr. Towers knew that fact; every member of the 
Senate knew it. Not only did the Intelligencer 
do so, but the Union did lhkewise. 1! have before 
me the letter of the proprietors of the Intelligencer 
refusing any longer to carry on the contract at 
that price, because it did not remunerate them; 
and yet it is proposed to take the testimony of 
their foreman as conclusive on this subject, when 
he says that, for all that is done by Mr. Rives, 
$6 40 per column is a sufficient compensation. It 
does seem to me that in points so glaring and so 
uncontrovertible as these, the man himself has 
shown most conclusively that his testimony is not 
to be relied upon. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I certainly should not 
have contested the question before the Senate in 
the manner in which | have done unless I had the 
most implicit confidence in the estimates furnished 
to me by Mr. Towers. I know that gentleman, 
but | have not known him very long. With Mr. 
Moore | have a very limited acquaintance; | think 
I never saw him but once, and that wasa few 
hours ago, just as | was leaving my room. 
Whether Mr. Moore and Mr. Towers agree upon 
the isolated question referred to by the Senator or 
not I do not undertake to say, for I must really 
declare to the Senate that I have not minutely ex- 
amined the communication of Mr. Moore. It 
was elicited by a letter from the then chairman of 
the committee, and, although it was placed in my 
possession, | filed it among the papers, intending 
to review the whole matter before the question 
ultimately came up before the Senate. ‘Bat if I 
had not an abiding faith, and a conscientious 
conviction, that these gentlemen, particularly Mr. 
Towers, approximated to the truth, | should never 
have presented the statements which | have done. 

Mr. WALKER. I concede that such is the 
impression of the Senafor from-Alabama. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I knew the Senator 
I believe that Mr. 
Towers himself, though he may not be strictly 
correct in regard to every minute item, thinks he 
is in the neighborhood of what is right; and I 
have confidence in his capacity to come to correct 
conclusions. 

Mr. WELLER. But will the Senator explain 
the point referred to by the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Do Mr. Moore and 
Mr. Towers agree on that point? 

Mr. WALKER. Ido not know to what ex- 
tent they agree., 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I think the Senator 
will find that Mr. Towers does not concur in that 
statement. They agree in many things, | under- 
stand, but not in all. 


Mr. WALKER. It will be found that the re- 


sults of the calculations of these two gentlemen 


are very similar indeed. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
they are. 

Mr. WALKER. You may take up the points 
given in the testimony, one by one, and you will 
find that the errors are no more egregious in the 
instance which I have given, than they will be 
found to be in almost every other. I give this only 
as an instance; | do not wish to detain the Senate, 
or I could go through all the points made by Mr. 
Moore. Mr. Rives, in reviewing the testimony, 
says that the statements of Mr. Moore and Mr, 
Towers agree more nearly than their relationship; 
and the errors are very great in both. The in- 


On many questions, 
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stance which | have given is but a fair illustration 
of the errors and blunders which they have com- 
mitted throughout. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The difference between 
Meesrs. Moore and Towers on the one side, and 
the Globe on the other, or at least one difference 
is, that in their calculations they only allow about 
half as much per token for press-work as the 
Globe claims. The great difference, in my recol- 
lection, is, perhaps, about half a cent; and that, 
perhaps, applied to atoken. Of this, however, | 
am not certain. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President, 
so long as this discussion was confined to our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber, asa 
family affair, | never intended to interfere with it; 
but as it has assumed a different phase, and as | 
may now possibly have some interest in it, I de- 
sire to suggest to the Senate some of the difficul- 
ties which lie in my way. So far as | am per- 
sonally concerned, | would not give a copper for 
the newspaper press of this city. I feel no con- 
cern for the Union, the Intelligencer, the Sentinel, 
or the Era: but I do feel some concern about the 
reporis of the Senate; I feel some concern about 
the Globe. Itis not a political paper; but it is a 
record of the proceedings of the Senate of the 
United States; and to that extent I have an in- 
terest in it. It seems to me, however, that it is 
very difficult for any Senator here to form a satis- 
factory or correct judgment upon this subject, 
with the information which we have now before 
us. Here are two members of the Committee on 
Printing who enjoy the confidence of the Senate 
to the fullest extent, not only for their capacity 
but for their integrity and honesty: and yet they 
differ toto calo upon this question. I have every 
confidence in the judgment and integrity of the 
Senator from Alabama; and I have every confi- 
dence in the honesty and integrity of the Senator 
from Arkansas; but they differ upon this ques- 
tion. Then where shall | go? Upon whose 
judgment shall | rely? ‘These Senators concur in 
scarcely a single fact connected with this matter. 
They are the only two members of the Committee 
on Printing now presept. There is a third mem- 
ber, as I understand, who as yet has never been 
acting with the committee. But we are called 
upon now to decide between these two gentle- 
men. 

Why establish and organize committees here? 
It is for the purpose of investigating such ques- 
tions as it is impossible for the Senate, in its 
aggregate capacity, to examine. The committees 
report facts to us, and we act upon their sugges- 
tions. The members of the Committee on Printing, 
ject, and we are called upon to decide this question 
Ceunann them. I confess Il am not prepared to do 
it. I want todo exactly what is right; and I pre- 
sume every Senator has a desire to do what is 
right; but how are we to ascertain what is right? | 
The Senator from Alabama assures us that if we 
take the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas 
we shal! do wrong; and the Senator from Arkan- 
sas is equally certain that if we follow the lead of 
the Senator from Alabama we shall do wrong. 
W here then are we to go,and what are we todo? 
But, sir, what public necessity is there for such 
urgent haste? Why should we be required to 
vote on this matter to-day, or to-morrow, or next 
week? When itis proposed to vote away, per- 
haps, $100,000 of the public money, is it not better 
to wait, and take time and let the full committee 
get together, and let them agree, or let a majority 
of them agree upon this question ? 

There is but one point in this matter about 
which I feel any interest, and that is in sustaining 
the reporter of the Senate. If he is receiving a 
fair and adequate compensation, I am for giving 
him no more; and if he is not, I am for giving 
such compensation as will be fair, and equitable, 
and just. That far | am willing to go. But when 
& proposition is made to publish our proceedings 
in the newspaper press of this city, at an expense 
of $48,009 a Congress, I am not prepared to vote 
for it. I do not care a straw whether they are 

ublished in the Union, the Intelligencer, or the 
entinel. If they do not choose to publish them 
for the benefit of their readers, Jet them go unpub- 
lished; but let us publish them here, in the organ 
which we have selected, which is not a party | 


pope, but which belongs to the Government, so || species of favoritism, I desire that it shall be ex- | 
|) posed, and discontinued as speedily as possible. 


ar as ite reports go. 


THE CONGR 


| 
| 
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Now, sir, this resolution proposes to pay three 


| papers in this “y for copying our proceedings 


from the Globe. [| do not see upon what principle 
it is to bedone. I do not think I can bring myself 
to vote for it. If it is to be done, I do not see upon 
what principle of equity or justice the Senate can 
refuse to incorporate the National Era into this 
»roposition, and | am not prepared to go for that. 
I'he same principle that would lead you to publish 
in these other papers would justify the publication 
in the National Era. You might as well go fur- 
ther, and propose to publish the proceedings in 
some leading paper of every State of the Union, as 
in either of the papers proposed by this resolu- 
tion, 
Mr. PETTIT. And better. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Yes, sir, in my 


judgment, far better. Then we are to appropriate 


$438,000 a Congress, according to the estimate of 
the Sena'or from Michigan, which I presume is cor- 


ig 7 —— 7 . ; - aaa 
| | desire to have it explained to me wh 


SSIONAL GLOBE. 


| paper which is furnished to the Senate 


and fairly, and in a manner to satisfy th 


rect, to the local newspaper press of the city of | 


Washington, to publish in their papers the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate ofthe United States, and the 
whole amount of tle daily circulation of all these 
papers is only four thousand one hundred. We 
are then to pay $48,000 to get the proceedings of 
the Senate published to, and circulated among, 
four thousand one hundred people. In my judg- 
ment, it would be infinitely better for us to estab- 
lish a press of our own, and send out one hundred 
thousand copies a day, if we wish to do so; and 
| apprehend that we could do it for this amount 
of money. Butif this isto be done merely for 
the purpose of disseminating intelligence through- 
out the country, which is a very laudable, proper, 
and patriotic object, | think we had better stop 
and inquire whether there is not some better way 
of doing it, and some way that will be more equal 
and just to the whole country. 

I hold in my hand a resolution which I under- 
stand was reported from the Committee on Print- 
ing, as to the amount of increased pay that should 
be given to the Globe. If you will satisfy me 
that it is necessary to take five thousand copies 
from its proprietor, | am willing to vote for it. If 
it is necessary to take ten thousand copies, I will 
vote for that; but if a lesser sum will answer the 


| purpose, and give him a fair remuneration, I am 
| > . . 
| forthatlessersum. Here is a resolution, reported, 


who are present, are equally divided upon the sub- || 


| to vote intelligently. 


as I understand, by a majority of the committee, 
in which they propose to take one half the num- 
ber of copies of the Congressional Globe and Ap- 
pendix proposed to be takén by the resolction 
now before us. The question arises, are we to 
take the report of this committee or not? If we 
are not to take their report, for what purpose did 
we organize them? If, however, they were mis- 
taken, what does wisdom suggest? Surely to refer 
the subject back to them, allow them to reinvesti- 
gate it, and bring before us such additional facts 
as will satisfy us that we ought to make the appro- 
priation for five thousand copies instead of half 
that number. I repeat that, if it can be shown to 
me, by any satisfactory evidence, what amount is 
necessary to sustain this paper, I will vote for that 
amount; but I am not willing to vote for more 
than is fair and reasonable. It is in this view, 
seeing that the gentlemen from Arkansas and Ala 
bama cannot agree on the subject, that | submit 
to them, and to every Senator here, whether it is 
not safer and better that we refer the matter back 
to the committee, and let them reéxamine and re- 
investigate it, and come here with all the facts, 
and present them to us, so that we may be enabled 
That is all that I wish to 


| do. 


Mr. WELLER. There have been some facts 
discussed here this morning which have attracted 
ny attention, and [ wish to obtain some informa- 
tion in regard to them from the Senator from 
Arkansas, who is a member of the Committee on 
Printing. In the first place, I have ascertained 
from some papers which have been read from the 


| ream. 





May 18, 


y it is thar 
ewspapersy 
whilst the 


. os printer 
costs $6 Il a ream? Can my friend from Arkan 


sas give me this information? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have been a member Of the 
Committee on Printing for only a short time and 
I am unable to furnish the information which the 
Senator from California desires. The fact Which 
he has mentioned, however, goes to show, that ; 
the case of a man who is doing his work 


such paper as that upon which our n 
are printed costs but $3 33 a ream, 


n 
properly 
e Senate, 
he is endeavored to be cut down to the lowest 


prices; while in another branch of the service rou 
are giving perhaps extravagant prices. If ‘the 
prices so paid are extravagant, surely they ought 
to excite some part of the indignation which is 
exhibited against a proposition to pay the pro. 
prietor of the Globe a reasonable compensation, 
It would seem, however, as if one was to go to 
the dogs, while the other branch was to be fostered 
and fed at the expense of the Government. 

| have before me a sample of the paper which 
is used in our public printing. It is such as ig 
in this book, (exhibiting one of the public docu. 
ments.) It is rather ordinary paper. It is prett 
good common paper, and for it we pay $6 11 per 
I understand the Superintendent of Public 
Printing advertised for two months before making 
the contract. He advertised in October and No- 
vember, and the contract was given out at the 
commencement of December. The lowest bid 
was accepted. [am not informed what number 


| of bids were put in. But I see that the chief clerk 


of the Superintendent of Public Printing [Mr, 
Towers] is now in the Chamber; and if my col- 


| league on the committee—the Senator from Ala- 
bama—will inquire of him, he will, no doubt, be 
able to ascertain how many bids were put in, and 


what were the circumstances attending them. | 
know nothing about that. Six dollars and eleven 


| cents a ream is what we pay for the lowest priced 
| paper which we get for our public printing; and 


yet gentlemen talk about $3 25 a ream as beirfg a 
proper price! ‘he Senator from Georgia referred 


| to the testimony given by Mr. Rives in 1850 as to 


the price of paper. 1 do not think it is a sound 


| argument to suppose that, because Mr. Rives tes- 
| tified that paper was worth a certain sum in 1850, 
| it is therefore worth exactly the same now. We 


know that it is not a correct assumption, and we 


| also know that the rise-of price in everything, and 


particularly in paper, has been very great since 


1850; for it has been since that time that the post- 


age has been reduced, by which reduction a great 


_ impetus was given to the circulation of all news- 


papers and periodicals, which of course created 
an increased demand for paper. I have called 
upon Mr. Rives to ask in regard to the prices 
which he paid then, and the circumstances attend- 
ing them. In regard to that matter he states: 


*¢f advanced $89,700 to the mill at Norwich, Connecti- 
cut; this is the reason why LE got paper so low. The mill 
has failed, owing me every cent of that money.”’ 


Mr. Rives states that he advanced $89,700 to 
this mill in order to get his paper fora lower 
price; but that the mill has failed, and still owes 
him the money. That is among the class of his 
misfortunes, and, | presume, the heaviest one. 
have some other statements. 

1 suppose the facts in this case will come out. 
I suppose that men will not authorize to be said 
on this floor, as coming from them, what is false; 
for what we say here will go to the public, and 
will be investigated, and falsehood will be pinned, 
wherever it may originate. Mr. Rives has author- 
ized me to say that the journeymen’s prices per 


| token for printing a paper the size of the Globe is 
| seventy-one cents a token when printed by men, 


and sixty-one cents a token when printed by & 


_man and a boy, and the paper and all the mate- 


Secretary’s table, that printing paper may be || 


purchased here at $3 33 a ream. I also under- 


stand that the Superintendent of Public Printing | 
'has purchased paper which he furnishes to the | 


printer of this body at $6 1l a ream. Now, | 
desire to know how that contract was made— 


| whether the Superintendent of Public Printing 


| invites competition, or whether he has his favorites 


to whom he gives these contracts? If it be a 


rials are furnished by the publisher. 

I have a few words further to say in regard to 
the price of paper, which has been referred to. 
have before me a number of Mr. Rives’s bills for 
paper during thepresent session. They show for 


| themselves, and the evidence which they bear on 


their face cannot be contradicted. They are from 
a respensible firm, and I will exhibit some of them 
in full, so that it may be seen that there Is no 
mistake about the matter. Here is one of these 
bills: 
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Bautimore, March 1, 1854. 
Mr. 5 C. Rives bought of Wheelwright Ss Mudge, 


No. 14 Hanover, corner of German street. 


150 reams, 24 by 38, 45 pounds, SD Bie cacsocceae $881 25 

4 reams, 24 by 38, 44 pounds, err 770 50 
) reams, 24 by 38, 40 pounds, $5 25...... goad 362 25 
Prayage-osreeeceeres Ooece cotentoscentesdecccee 5 50 


$2,019 50 


Marked R, ten bundies by express. 


It will be seen that the first item of paper in this 
pill is that which weighs forty-five pounds to the 
ream, being the same weight, and of the same 
quality, | presume, as that used in the book to 
which | have referred. 

Mr. DAWSON. The statement to which I re- 
ferred was in regard to paper weighing thirty-two 
pounds, on which the Congressional Globe was 
printed. : 
“Mr. JOHNSON. That was so at the time 
that testimony was given; but, as I stated before, 
| have ascertained, after full investigation into the 
manner in which Mr. Rives’s contract is being 
executed by him, that he has made an improve- 
ment in every respect upon what was done, or 
what was expected to be done when the contract 
was made. [tis in this that his good faith stands 
preéminently before us, and on this account his 
case preéminently claims consideration and relief 
atour hands. Here is another bill: 

BaLTimore, March 11, 1854. 

Mr. John C. Rives bought of Wheelwright § Mudge, 

No. 14 Hanover, corner of German street. 
50 reams printing, 24 by 38, 36 pounds, $4 90,.....$245 00 
Drayage..-+-- evecccceccce eo ceceee eee covcce 


Paper was so scarce that he was compelled to 
buy 1 by driblets, and get it as he could, at dif- 
ferent rates, at different weights, and at different 
prices. One bill which I presented is for paper 
weighing thirty-six pounds to the ream, which is 
below the average of that which he uses in his 
publication ; and for that he paid $4 90. All that 
he complains of is, that, in the calculation of Mr. 
Towers, which has been relied upon here, he is 
not allowed at least $4 80 for the paper on which 
he publishes the Globe, and even that calculation 
is much below the rate at which the Superintend- 
ent of Public Printing has accepted bids for 
furnishing paper for the printing of Congress. 
The lowest priced paper which he obtains for 
congressional printing is paid for at the rate of 
$6 ll a ream. 

Mr. Towers calculates that $3 33 is the rate at 
which paper can be bought. 

| have other bills by which it appears that on 
the 14th of March Mr. Rives bought of the same 
parties fifty-one and a half reams of paper, weigh- 
ing forty-nine pounds to the ream, at $6 12}; on 
the 15th of March two hundred reams at $6 50. 
That bill is for paper measuring twenty-four by 
thirty-eight inches, but the weight is not stated on 
the face of the bill. On the 17th of March he 
bought one thousand reams, weighing forty pounds 
to the ream, twenty-four by thirty-eight inches, at 
$5 25; fifty reams, same size, thirty-six pounds 
to the ream, at $4 90; and one hundred reams, 
same size, thirty-four pounds to the ream at 
$4 25. The last was a small quantity of inferior 
paper, and $4 25 was the lowest price at which 

e was able to purchase a ream of paper at that 
time, suitable for printing the debates. The price 
of the different lots varies from $4 25 to $6 50. 
Then, on the 27th of April, he bought one hun- 
dred and six reams at $4 25. 

These bills show the prices which Mr. Rives 
has paid for paper during a part of this session; 
and yetin not one of these bills does the price 
come down to so low a rate as that stated in Mr. 

owers’s estimate, on which the Senator from 
Alabama relies, $3 33 or even to $4. There are 
only two cases where the price was less than 
$4 80, the amount assumed by Mr. Rives, as the 
basis of his calculation; but, on the contrary, in 
one case he paid as high as $6 50 aream. He 
has been compelled to use some paper of very in- 
ferior quality; but even that has cost him more 
than Mr. Towers seems to think should be allowed 
to him for paper. 

ltis not necessary for me to say to the Senate, 
afier this showing, how improper it would be to 
throw yourselves at sea among printers who say 
that this can be done ata less price. Here you 
have the bills, and you can judge of their asser- | 
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tions. Here you find that $6 50 has been paid in 
one instance for paper, while Mr. Towers only 
allows half that sum! You would find, if you 
were to abandon Mr. Rives, who has done the 
work faithfully, that you would be thrown at sea 
among printers who would charge you $6 3a 
ream for paper, and a dollar a token for press- 
work, which is the price now paid for the printing 
of Congress in every other form, except the Con- 
gressional Globe and Appendix. I say, then, that 
if you abandon this establishment, you will find 
yourselves charged his prices overand overagain, 
and instead of improving your condition, you will 
be much worse off. Here is a man who has done 
your business faithfully, and better than you be- 
lieved it could be done at the time when you made 
the contract. He has improved it each succeed- 
ing day. The Globe has been under the manage- 
ment of a man who has staked himself upon this 
business, and has expected to make a reputation 
in carrying it on, and with the hope, at the same 
time, of being able to make a living by it of course. 

Mr. WELLER. If he got paper at $3 33 a 
ream, and other things in preportion, | suppose 
he could go on at present prices. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir; the suggestion is a 
good one. If he got his paper at $3 33, or even 
at $4 a ream, and if his workmen would come 
down to the prices which they received at the time 
the contract was made, twenty per cent. below 
the present prices, no doubt he would be able to 
go on with the compensation which he at present 
receives. Every one who knows anything in re- 
gard to the printing business, knows that in every 
city of the Unies there has been an increase of 


| twenty per cent. in the cost of printing. We have 


all heard of the strikes of printers for increased 
wages; and they have obtained an advance. But 
if Mr. Rives could have his paper at $3 33, or $4 
a ream, and have the press-work done at the rate 
set down in Mr. Towers’s and Mr. Moore’s caleu- 


| lations, he could afford no doubt to go on at $7 50 


a column, and perhaps the other papers that have 
already declined it, might go on at $7 50. 

Every other paper which had a contract for 
publishing the debates at $7 50 has given it up. 
You know that you must have your debates pub- 
lished. Will you break down the Congressional 


| Globe and Appendix, and leave the business to 


those who have heretofore abandoned it at the old 


| prices? Will not the Senate bear in mind that 


the papers which were paid at the price now al- 
lowed the Globe, refuse to. carry on the contract, 
and the Globe alone has published your proceed- 
ings in a prompt and faithful manner. Wil! you 
now abandon that establishment by refusing to do 
what is just, upon a suspicion that perhaps you 
are paying too much? Will you enter upon that 
policy which has been distinctively known for 
ages past as ‘* penny-wise and pound-foolish ?”’ 
Will you break up what you have here now as a 
permanent, a good, a successful, and faithful es- 
tablishment, and throw yourselves at sea among 
the men who make these calculations to break it 
down? I will not say that is the intention, but I 
fear it will be the effect. I venture to say that if 
you abandon this establishment, you will not get 
another one to do this work for $9 50 a column, 
which my friend from California proposes to pay 
in the event that this body shall refuse to take 
additional copies, but you will have to pay $11 or 
$12 a column; or, perhaps, you will be asked to 
come up to British Parliament terms, and pay 
$136 for what is now furnished in the Globe at 
$12. Perhaps you would have to come up to 
Maryland prices, where this business was con- 
ducted on as cheap terms as it could, by a reporter 
whose name is familiar in both Halls of Congress. 
Or, perhaps, you would have to come up to Penn- 
sylvania terms, or to Kentucky terms, where they 


have failed, if not refused, to answer as to what © 


rates they paid for services of the same character. 
The Senate and the other House have been in 


| controversy for years past upon this interminable, 


| coniplaints of every kind, ‘frauds and swin- | 


wretched, and pestiferous subject of printing, with 
its various adjuncts. I hope the Senate will not 
quit the subject now until they dispose of it, or 
else discharge me from the Committee on Print- 
ing. The last Congress was engaged upon it 
almost every day. Every morning | heard of 
‘* printing! printing !”’ ** prices !’’ ** pay!’ ‘* con- 
sideration !’’ ** broken contracts!’’ ‘ill faith!” 
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members into the greatest confusion. I ask you 
now to settle this question and dispose of it. Let 
us fix upon the terms which, as rational men, 
we presume we can stand upon. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. have obtained from 
the chief clerk of the Superintendent of Public 
Printing the information which the Senator from 
Arkansas desired me to obtain from him. The 
Senator from Arkansas permitted himself, | think, 
to be led into an error when he presumed that the 
paper for which the Superintendent of Printing 
has contracted is the same quality of paper as is 
used for newspapers. Such is not the fact. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I did not state that the same 
paper was used for newspapers 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I will state to the Sen- 
ate that in December, 1853, the contract price for 
the paper used for the public printing was $6 10. 
In 1852 it was $6 30. Thus the paper now used 
is twenty cents a ream less than that used the 
year before. This reduction has been made, 
notwithstanding the extraordinary rise in paper, 
to which the Senator has alluded. The paper 
contained in the book to which the Senator re- 
ferred, is called book paper, and its price is regu- 
lated according to its weight. Six dollars and ten 
cents is paid for that paper, but that is not the 
highest price. [am informed by the chief clerk 
of the Superintendent, that there is some paper 
which is sold as high as eight dollarsa ream. The 
price depends upon the weight and quality. The 
paper contained in the book referred to by the 
Senator is of the weight of forty-five pounds per 
ream, and is furnished for $6 10 a ream. The 
weight is thecriterion by which to test paper, and 
by which it is sold, and its price is regulated. 
Well, sir, in reference to the manner in which the 
paper was purchased, | presume the gentleman 
will acquit the Superintendent of anything wrong 
in that matter, when he learns that there were 
from eight to ten bidders for the contract, and 
that the gentleman who got the contract was the 
lowest bidder. No blame, therefore, can be at- 
tached to the Superintendent. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Did the Senator understand 
me as casting any imputation upon the Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing in that matter ? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 1 beg pardon, it was 
not the Senator from Arkansas who made any 
such imputation. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have not done so, and I 
will notdo so. I should dislike very much to say 
that he had done anything wrong. 

Mr. WELLER. All that was said by the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas on that subject. was said in 
reply to interrogatories put by myself I desired 
to have an explanation why it was that $3 33 was 
paid fora certain quality of paper very little in- 
ferior to that for which the Superintendent of Pub- 
lic Printing was paying $6 11; and 1 asked how 
it was that that contract had been made, whether 
competition had been invited, or whether the Su- 
perintendent had given the contract to some favor- 
ite? I did not know whether such was the case 
or not; but if it was, | desired that it should be 
explained. The statement which the Senator from 
Alabama has now made is perfectly satisfactory, 
because it shows that the contract was entered 
into after competition was invited, and ample 
competition, for there seem to have been ten bids 
putin. I did not desire to be understood as cast- 
ing any imputation upon the Superintendent. I 
only wished to have the fact ascertained why this 
discrepancy should exist between $3 33and $6 11. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The difference results 
from the quality and weight of the paper. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I know I ama very un- 
guarded speaker; but if anything has fallen from 
my lips which is calculated to make an impression 
that | intimated any such thing as corruption on 
the part of the Superintendent of Public Printing, 
it is altogether wrong; there is no ground for it, 
I have intended to make no such charge, and | am 
sure | made none. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The explanation is 
satisfactory. 1 must do the Superintendent the 
justice to say that so far as his conduct has fallen 
under my observation, he is,a very faithful and 
intelligent officer. The Senator might easily have 
been led into error, without this explanation, on 
account of the great discrepancy of price. I am 
assured by the Superintendent’s clerk that price 
is regulated by the weight of the paper, and that 








| dling.’? All this was being charged, and it threw || a much higher price is required for a superior arti- 
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cle of book paper than for that on which the Globe | 


and other newspapers are printed. Such is my 
information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Cooper 
in the chair.) 
resolution to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 


to the Committee on Printing. I shall ask to be 


The question is on referring the | 


I hope it will not be referred | 


discharged from service on that committee, if the | 


subject be sent back to them. 


Mr. BROWN. Let the Senate settle the ques- | 


tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senate have all the facts 
before them, and they can go on and investigate 
the matter as well as the committee can. I hope, 


therefore, the Senate will not refer the subject to | 


the committee. I have another reason for hoping 
that this will not be done, and that is a personal 
one, and one of delicacy. The report which was 
made by the committee was rather adverse to the 
yroposition which I at first submitted: but I have 
aid the facts before the Senate. The whole ques- 
tion has been presented to them, and I do not wish 
to have the matter gone into again upon the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. GWIN. I do not wish to obtrude this 

uestion on the Senator from Arkansas, if it be 
SE craenhle to him; but I conceive that it is my 
duty to insist that the question shall be investigated, 
so that we may understand exactly what we are 
yoting for; and therefore, if he does not wish to 
have the subject referred to the committee of which 
he is a member, let us have a select committee to 
examine it. It is perfectly evident that there is 
not.a member of the Senate who does understand 
this question. Who of us understands the elabo- 
rate statements which have been made this morn- 
ing by the two Senators on the Committee on 
Printing? Not oneofus. One of those Senators 
does not even understand the papers which the 
other has brought forward. The Senator from 
Arkansas does not understand those which have 
been brought forward by the Senator from Ala- 
bama; and the Senator from Alabama does not 
understand those which the Senator from Arkan- 
sas has presented. It is evident, then, that we do 
net understand the question. 

lam perfectly willing to act with the Senator 
from Arkansas in providing for putting the Con- 
gressional Globe upon a permanent footing; but I 


hope we shall not be compelled to vote blindly on | 


this question. I suppose the result of this reso- 
lution, if ut be adopted, will be to add an expense 


of from $50,000 to $100,000 a year to our contin- | 


gentfund. Now, 1 should like to know if any 


Senator can state what amount of appropriation | 


we shall be placing on this fund by our action on 
this resolution. Itis well known to the Committee 
on Finance that there is scarcely a session of Con- 
gress that we escape from almost direct insult 
from the other House on account of the manner 
in which they treat our contingent fund. I sup- 
pose there is scarcely a member of the Senate 
who has not investigated it, who knows theamount 
of expenditure from that fund at this time. We 
arenow expending upwards of $200,000 a year out 
of our contingent fund; and here is a proposition 
wo put on that same fund an indefinite amount— 
from $50,000 to $100,000. All admit that it can- 


not be less than $50,000. We do not know how | 


many of these papers will accept this proposition. 
Why are they not consulted? 
asked to print our proceedings without our know- 
ing whether they wish to do it or not? 

I think it is due to the Senate that we should 
investigate this subject before we go any further, 
80 that we can have an elaborate report on it, that 
we may not fasten on the contingent fund of the 
Senate such an enormous expense without know- 
ing the amount, and without the Senate being con- 
vinced of its necessity. If this printing is to be 
done, let us put the amount of the appropriation 
in the general appropriation bills. Let us not 
bring odium on the Senate by making our con- 
tingent fund such an enormous charge upon the 
Treasury. By this resolution, if we act upon it 


now, we give ourselves a large additional quantity 


of books. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Perhaps I can give the Sen- 
ator the information which he desires. We are 
not as barren of information as he thinks. Ever 


Senator can estimate theamount for himself. The | 
additional number of copies of the Congressional | 
Globe and Appendix proposed to be taken is so |: 
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near five thousand that we may assume that round 
number as the amount. We know that the cost 
will be nine dollars a copy for a Congress—for 
two years. This gives $45,000 as the amount 
of additional expense for the Congressional Globe 
during the whole Congress. ‘The Senator assumes 


that the expense cannot be less than $50,000, and | 


may be $100,000. The question of the contungent 
fund has nothing to do with what is a fair price 
for this work. 
Mr. GWIN. 
to be paid? 
Mr. JOHNSON. 
Mr. GWIN. 


Out of what fund is the money 


That was my argument. The 


Senator speaks of the Congressional Globe alone; | 


but the resolution provides for the publication by 
the other papers, at $4 50 a column; and it has 
been estimated that that will amount to $16,000 
each. Can the Senator tell what papers will ac- 
cept the proposition ? 

Mr. PRATT.. The resolution is, 1 understand, 
that a proposition shall be made to three papers, 
each of them to publish at $4 50 acolumn. Any 
paper which accepts will, it is said, receive $16,000 
for a Congress. Now, if all three accept, there 
would be $16,000 to each, making $48,000 fora 
Congress. Add this sum to the $45,000 addi- 
tional subscription for the Globe, and you have 
$93,000 as the utmost expense which can be in- 
curred by the passage of this resolution, for two 

ears. 

Mr. GWIN. I am thankful to the Senator. 
The question i made was this: whether the papers 
who are invited to make these publications had 
presented themselves here asking for them, or 
were willing to accept the terms? [| take it for 
granted that this is not known, for otherwise the 
information would be laid before us. I take it is 
not known that these three papers will accept; 
but if they do, it will make an expense of $48,000. 
We shall incur under this resolution $45,000 ex- 
pense for the Congressional Globe. These two 
items will make $93,000 to be added to our con- 
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Out of the contingent fund. | 
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the principle on which .my vote shall be cast al 
though I have some litile difficulty as to the far. 
of the case. I am inclined, however, to cones 
generally in the statements of the Senator i 
Arkansas, who seems to have paid much attention 
to the subject, and | have looked over the Slate 
ment of the publisher of the Globe, and that hee 
confirmed my opinion. We ought to print our 
Journals and proceedings. We are required to do 
so by the Constitution, from time to time, This 
work has been now for a number of years before 
the public, pres by the authority of Congress 
The work has been done well, excellently wei). 
and I am willing to give a fair consideration fo, 
the Congressional Globe. All seem to be agreed 
that this is right; that we should give what jg a 
fair compensation and liberal pay. Just Jet me 
know what that is, and I will vote for it. So fa 
as the case now stands, | am rather inclined jo 
think that the Senator from Arkansas is nearer 
right than the Senator from Alabama, and there. 
fore, if driven to a vote, I shall have to vote with 
him; but, | must admit, with some difficulty jp 


| my mind with regard to the subject. I am willing 


to give a liberal compensation for work which jg 
well done. 

As to the proposition to provide for the publi. 
cation of the debates in the other city papers, | 
regard it as wholly unnecessary, and I am Op- 
posed to it. We discharge our duty when we 
have our debates published in such a manner that 


| every one who wants them can get at them; and 


I cannot see any propriety in paying a number of 
other papers from $40,000 to $50,000 for addi- 
tional circulation among four thousand subseri- 
bers. It is probable, as the subscription price of 
these papers is ten dollars a year, that they circu- 
late among a class of people who could more 
easily get at the reports as they are now published 
than any other, and to whom they are more ac- 
cessible; while the four millions of voters and the 


| twenty millions of inbabitants of the United States 


tingent fund, the appropriations for which now | 


exceed $275,000 a year. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 
or aggregate ? 

Mr. GWIN. I confess I have been trying to 

ay some attention to the matter, and I do not 
abes whether the $45,000 is additional or aggre- 
gate. Whocan tell? 

Several Senators. Aggregate. 

Mr. WELLER. Additional. 

Mr. GWIN. One Senator says it is aggre- 
gate and another says it is additional. ‘This 
shows that we are all at sea about this matter. I 
do not wish to force this question upon the Com- 
mittee on Printing; and certainly, if a select com- 
mittee be raised for the investigation of the sub- 
ject, I cannot act upon *t, for | have more than I 
can attend to. All that [ wish is to have a com- 
mittee of this body examine and report upon the 
subject, and give us all the facts. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Ef hope the Senator 
will move to refer this matter toa select commit- 
tee. | unite with my colleague on the Committee 


Is the $45,000 additional 


/on Printing, the Senator from Arkansas, in say- 


Why are they || 


ing that f would, with a great deal of pleasure, 
be released from service on that committee. I 
prefer having no connection with it. I have in- 
vestigated matters falling within the province of 
that committee until lam really worn out with 
the subject. 
adopt the proposition of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, and refer the question to an independent, 
select committee. That, it seems to me, cannot 
but be satisfactory to the friends as well as the 
opponents of this measure. If such a committee 


be raised, | wish to be excused from serving on | 


it; but I hope the subject will be referred to a 


select committee to be appointed in any form the | 


Senate may suggest. : 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the subject is to be re- 
ferred to a select committee, [ wish, also, to be 
excused from service upon it, because I do not 
wish to have anything to do with it. I hope, at 
any rate, the Senate will not send the subject back 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, I have listened 
very diligently to the remarks which have been 
made by the gentlemen who are members of the 
Committee on Printing, who seem to have thrown 
up this business; and, after the explanation which 
they have given, I shall have no difficulty as to 


will be excluded. You cannot make the publica- 
tion sufficiently general so as to inform everybody 
without an enormous expense. This is a prop- 
osition to incur a large expense merely for the 


| purpose of giving it to the local papers here. 


Some gentlemen have put it on the ground that 


| itis for the purpose of informing gentlemen of 


different parties. 1 object to it on that ground. | 
do not consider that any of these papers repre- 
sents me. You have here the representative of 
the Administration. That does not represent me. 
Then you have the representative of the Demo- 
cratic party, [ believe, in the Sentinel. That 
does not represent me. Then you have the Na- 
tional Intelligencer. That represents the Free- 
Soil division of the Whig party, and is no repre- 
sentative for me. Therefore where are we, the 


| Republicans of the South, and those whom I rep- 


resent on this floor, the Republican Whig party 
of the South, to look? You do not give it to all. 
If you are to act on this principle, why not 


| include the National Era, which I am told has a 
| great many more subscribers than either of these 
| other papers, or all of them combined? If you 
| do not intend to divide this work in little jobs be- 


tween small divisions and cliques of the Demo- 
cratic or Whig parties, publish your proceedings 
in the Globe, where they are accessible to all. 


| When you have done this, you have complied 


i trust, therefore, the Senate will | 


with your constitutional duty. Pay liberally for 
it, and have it well done, and leave the rest to the 
public. I am therefore opposed to this part of 
the resolution, and I shall vote against it; but so 
far as the Globe is concerned, | think we dis- 
charge our duty when we publish the debates 
there, and pay it liberally. Let us put that ona 
good basis. For that purpose I shall vote at pres- 
ent with the Senator from Arkansas, believing 
that what he proposes is as near as I can come (o 
a liberal and fair compensation to that paper. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 08 
the motion to refer the subject to the Committee 
on Printing, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Chase, Clayton, Dawson, Dodge ° 


Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Gwin, Jones 
of Tennessee, Rusk, Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, and Toucey 


| —14. 


i 


NAYS—Meesrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Benjamin, 
Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cooper, Douglas, Hunter, ames, 
Johnson, Mallory, Morton, Norris, Pearce, Pettit, Pratt, 
Sebastian, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Wade, 
Walker, Weller, and Williams—25. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
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, al. eo ee mes — . —_ ; ; ~ Ne 
facts Mr. FITZPATRICK. I now move to refer Mr. BENJAMIN. I moveto amend by striking | five hundred and eleven copies, [ believe the Globe 
deur the whole subject to a select committee of five | out‘ five thousand and twenty-two,’’ and inserting can be sustained; and J have, therefore, made the 
rom embers, to be appointed by the Chair. one half that number—* two thousand five hun- | motion whieh is now submitted to the Senate. 

a Mi CHASE called for the yeas and nays on | dred and eleven.’? The Committee on Printing The question being taken on the amendment 
— thie motion; and they were ordered; and being | have reported in favor of taking two thousand five | by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 10, nays 25; as 

has s en, resulied—yeas 14, nays 23; as follows: hundred and eleven; and, as they have come to follows: 

our * gAS—Messrs. Benjamin, Chase, Clayton, Dawson, that determination, and, as | understand the pro- YEAS—Messts, Atchison, Benjamin, Chase, Dawson, 
0 do D xize of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Fitzpatrick, Foot, | prietor of the Globe will be satisfied with this, Nodge of lowa, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Jones of Tennessee, 
his Gwin, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Rusk, Sumner, and | think it is quite sufficient. miveont Toueey vs Hadeer. Brodhead. B Cc 
' »y—14 ION -« 5— Yessrs. Allen, Badger, 0 cad, ow yt - 
mg l aerT oan: Allen, Atchison, Badger, Bright, Brod- ee mio called oa the — - oe ton, Cooper, Dodge of Wisconsin, Foot, James, Johneoe, 
vel. head, Brown, Cooper, Dougias, Hunter, James, Johnson, upon the amen anes and they were oe ered. Mallory, Morton, Norris, Pettit, Rusk, Sebastian, Stidetl, 

re Morton, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Sebastian, Stuart, Thomp- Mr. WELLER. I am willing to vote for the Stuart, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, Toons, Wade, 
for eon of Kentucky, Toombs, Wade, Walker, Weiler, and amendment submitted by the Senator from Louis- Walker, Weller, and Williams—25. 

reed Williams—23. — : ‘ iana, provided the appropriation for the expense So the amendment was rejected. 

8 a So the motion was not agreed to. | of reporting and publishing be increased. I| have . “te c S 

me Mr. JOHNSON. Upon the reading of the res- || already said Sidih caemeinngs hd [ have the most Mr. CHAS® I bes — ee wish 
_ olution it will be seen thatit is capable of division. || satisfactory evidence that it costs something over of o oe, = t - Globe vt i every Senator 
ee The first part relates to the matter of printing in | nine dollars a column for reporting and publish- fs the peitithg of the proséediaige aud tdtein a 
<n the city papers. __ || ing our debates in the Globe. That is the actual a Renate. i ceaaatle comet to tania 
a The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Coorgrin | cost without any reference to the interest upon the a f the S$ 
oo the Chair.)’ The chair understands thatanamend- | money invested in the establishment. | intimated = voe me i amendment a . , sqenet ype 
Ses ment has been proposed by the Senatorfrom Mich- | a while ago, that I intended to submit a motion to se eee rsa Tg a payee > 
te o's cnn . pr a ne a te 5F £9 a cotman, whaee wees snbinnt oat od Teh easnnelione to the Senate a 

Mr. JOHNSON. I believe the Senator from | give the publisher some forty cents profit per col- | * ference thi oo otek Fs ‘ ; 
bli Indiana sccopted ans omnnteme. umn ‘of - a of our = which will, of héar conbiedonen” ter, which 4 hope may mee 

7 _ BRIGHT. accepted it. course include the interest on the money invested. : er” : . 
SI The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ori- | Now, 1 am willing to vote for two tae five It is stated that by taking from the Globe this 
= ginal resolution will be so modified. As it is sus- || hundred copies with the understanding that the muses Ut spaoas, conte We Sate, Ware Be 
i ceptible of division, the question will first beon the | Senate will agree to fix the compensation for re- || © pabheaiion a eee eae ree whoa, 
and first branch of the senolnman, in these woreda: —e ond puatnhing [pas - was tion to the proprietor. That is the object vhich 
+ of Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he column; but it would be no remuneration what- wa off dasha a netmse. Maw. car wf cane tae 
14 is hereby, direeted to contract with the proprietors of the || ever to the publisher of the Congressional Globe . = b ’ h ok 
BD ier Smt ene Un ng ine | lean we agen fo at and un {am said | pmendment an tat offered Oy the Sensor fom 
Tl- ions elligencer, t s gi 8 ree s | . < sis 5 ‘ , 
of Sanna! the Gonase, of Wich such of rod as shall desire | on that point, I shall be , ompelled to vate againet the Cutiatietad ee Printing to contract with the 
a todoso: Provided, That such publication be copied from the the proposition ot the Senator from Lousiana. inetinie af the Giske te Madi } ‘ 

. Globe ** by authority,”? and shall be published entire within Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, | have pouprer © ae oe SS Sara ae paper % 
a forty ps cradle op adm appears in the Globe, and | never been actuated by a parsimonious spirit as ae ee ee 
en at the rate v f — ’ regards the expenditures of the Government of fall object Of wivihe him - ample compensation, 
the 28 on re OPS Sh. Ge reneltor pss perma energetics yesh Sr youn, hestapaer while it would effect that which some Senators 
tes ie > ELL. called Tor th | avoid anything iat wanld-anver Of sunie apien seem to desire—to reduce the number of copies 
va Mr. SLIDE called for the yeas and nays, | in the publication of the debates of this body. It cian ttiais init cae 
ie and they were ordered. ' | is understoof that the proprietor of the Globe is | © Bi, Gti. Ui . Sie Aennisiean tpeneinvatebeed 
op- Mr. Nee: cheatin none Sep to. Kawe Donne eon ereneee — b a that is the sense of cane: ‘ . g 
ors understar Stilo dC Pnic ung, || thesSenate. e must, therefore, pay more money. “ P 
che I believe, has yet been said; but which the eoate ‘There are two modes of doing ee One wall te | Mr. CHASE. I know he furnishes now, at @ 
hat had vetter understand before they take the vote. | that pointed out by the Senator from California, || ON ee eee eae a Ftha 
of The branch of the resolution upon which we are | by increasing the amount paid to the proprietor of thie ss 6 

i about totake the question, provides for printing the | for each column of the debates reported and pub- Mr WELLER by aaah ditieinenicatiaie 
“ proceedings in three papers, not the proceedings lished. ‘The other mode of paying him is to take jeoaien , 
of of Congress, but simply the proceedings of this || a greater number of the copies furnished by him M ; CHASE. Not. I think th 
ses body. That will not make more than half the || ‘at the present prices. The sole question before i pe 3 Mi P, ’ 4 ae more “de = 
whole proceedings of Congress; for the debates of || the Senate is which of these two ways is the best. — ‘ oats I oo oe = — provide “ 
ae the other House are about the length of ours. It || | presume no Senator desires first to increase the Une ying ¢his publica Abt 0 Se ; "ey tee tn od 
has been alleged that the cost will be $16,000 per | price, and secondly to increase the number. It nion, cand dime ange le cv » to be oo rae 
aol Congress for each paper. , || seems to be also the general sense of the Senate Gi . yon gy ve man © Printing “ea fi = 
“i Mr. BROWN. [twill be a little less than half || that if we are to pay more money to the propri- || 4'° td omen ae be ome a ee - 
he of that. : | etor, it would be well to have more copies of the cee “3 a : eau iden, repor . oo an 
» Mr. JOHNSON. That will be the amount for || publication instead of paying him a larger sum | ° “ ‘ — wou £2» - mane o he . 
ty the debates of this body. _ || for the present number of copies. _ ) ~— a et mars y a eau LengA SAPP - 
i. Mr. BRIGHT. There has been a great mis- There remains, therefore, but a single question yt ac ' wee, Be y he ae Seat compos Th e 
a apprehension on that point. The sum will only for our decision, and it is this: what additional ' eeu} aa h 4 1¢ W a e ae “7, 
om be half the amount which has been stated. | number of copies will suffice to secure to the pro- || Hae = OS aatte * at once with ‘thi y, teon be 
to Mr. JOHNSON. I think my friends ought to || prietor of that journal an adequate remuneration te y ‘ou ere in t pa i er 
ee understand that question before they vote. || for the labor and expenses incurred by him in the || ®" hej the other f an ook they eee Wi it it 
be The question being taken by yeas and nays, | publication? The proposition is to pay to him || '" a err So to hould I = portions of it to their e 
“ resulted—yeas 17, nays 21; as follows: | the subscription price of five thousand and twenty- | 7 a x ht a sn th * Gadeid: Wak etait g 
os . YEAS— Messrs, Allen, Atchison, Badger, Benjamin, || two copies, which, according to the best informa- coud ono lk 0 de oiiiiniae end ‘es abeneane e 
i bn io, ames Sobminas Pret Wha sad denies || S08, nave been able to obtain, after itening ary: | Sees eae tna Sette Maes Loniahana i Oia 4 
‘ed of Ken tueky-—17.. , , ’ - | attentively to the entire discussion, would yield | “en cen t airs rom I Te aan aake sf 
for NAYS—Messrs, Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of | hima profit of over $20,000, in addition to the aaa ee an a aaa Reon 4 cae tae a 
he ie eee Foot, Gwin, Jones of Tennessee, Mal- | present prices which he receives. 1 further un- ae r t Rother wb eo 0 akan narea . ; 
of Sumner "Tosbe, ‘Toucey, Wade, Walker, Weller, and domtend thatan  SLaaae = ee a = hi h e deapilan wlan wor i inti od whol : 
60 Williams—21, “> om . as | half that amount will yield him about $12,000; | “rs sy ee to'meur hee ts ee ne WAOIC 
is- So the first branch of the resolution was not ef Re es eee ee nedevoa'erieh the ainendment of the Senaitr fkoe 
tes avreed to mittee on Printing reported back a resolution to | ecto! . . —— ~ 

r ae : ; this body to subscribe, in addition to the present | Louisiana, is the following : 

) a Mr. WELLER. I wish to give notice that [ 7 y 7 P sis 
18 chéll move a: résonsidbentios of this vote to-mer«- || number, for a number —_ to one-half that now _“ And that hs Clanaittes on Pritiag. yp cree to 
ng row, witha view to take the question when there | taken liy, the Edoues ‘of Repreaeitatives, the pros | cripy of the Coaginaioest or Daily Globe to cach news: 
to isa full Senate present. I voted in the negative | }Ti©tor of the Globe was not indisposed to accept | |, jer establishment in the United Btates.” 

or no other reason than to enable me to move a | that as an adequate remuneration. I think, sir, | Mr. WELLER. At what price? 

2 reconsideration, | he'will be satisfied with it. Of course he would | r. WE . Wags prave: 

* Mr.GWIN. Then I hope the whole subject i like more; but lam confident,from all thatI have | Mr. PRATT. 1 suppc se that will be a cost of 
will be : seen and heard on the subject, that this will satisfy | half a million of dollars at ‘east. The Daily Globe 
the had te sep If we a - a aa ee _ him; and we may be assured, if it will satisfy | is now furnished, | understand from eee 

° of it aiken to-morrow, let us have the whole ion, Same itis a ae price. oo ad | erent taba Ata War ofeee bene 

: iat however gentlemen may be disposed to sus- | a year. 08e, 

: ignite vete-ou the tain this publication—and I yield to none of them | country to which the amendment applies, and 
in, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | '®. the sincerity of a desire to sustain it—yet they | send a copy of the Globe to it, he could not, of 
t, now recurs on the second branch of the ea | will reflect that this is a very large sum of money | course, be required to send it ata less price than 
le, in these words: we are voting away, and that if one half the | he is now giving it to us—five dollars a copy; and 
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Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate contract with 
the proprietor of the Globe for five thousand and twenty- 
two additional copies of the Congressional Globe and Ap- 
Pendix for the present Congress. 


amount will suffice, we ought not to go beyond it. 
i agree fully with everything that was said by 


{| the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,} this 
| morning, en that subject. With two thousand 
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that would cost, | guess, if | may be permitied, 
without being a Yankee, to. guess, at least half a 
million dollars. 


Mr. MALLORY. Can the Senator from Ohio 
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inform us how many newspaper establishments 
there are in the United States? 

Mr. CHASE. A little over six thousand; and 
then, taking the estimate of my friend from Mary- 
land, and multiplying six thousand by five, the 
whole cost would be $30,000. So much for the 
estimate of halfa million. But it is not neces- 
sury to give five dollars. You can vive a smaller 
amount, but enough still to yield a profit. I 
merely wish to submitit. Ido not feel any par- 
ticular interest in it.* I wish it to be coupled, 
however, with the amendment of the Senator trom 
Louisiana. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. That has been voted down. 

Mr. BADGER. This will spon be with it. 
{Laughter 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana has not been 
arreed to. 

Mr. CHASE. I ask to have mine read in 
connection with the amendment of the Senator 
from Louisiana. That has been voted down, itis 
true, but I adopt itas part of my amendment, 
and it becomes a substantive proposition, 

Mr. BADGER. You put the two together. 

Mr. CHASE. Yes. My proposition is to 
strike out ‘five thousand and twenty-two,’’ and in- 
sert **two thousand five hundred and eleven,”’ 
and then to add the provision which | have stated, 
80 as to make it read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is 
hereby, directed to contract with the proprietor ot the Globe 
fortwo thousand five hundred and eleven copies of the 
Congressional Globe and Appendix forthe present Con 
ress; and that the Committee on Printing be authorized to 
contract with the proprietor of the Globe for furnishing a 
eopy of the Congressional or Daily Globe to each news- 
paper establishment in the United States. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now recurs on the second branch of the resolu- 
tion, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he 
is hereby, directed to contract with the proprietor of the 
Globe for five thousand and twenty-two copies of the Con- 
gressional Globe and Appendix for the present Congress. 

Mr. RUSK called for the yeas and nays on the 
resolution; and they were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 7; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Benjamin, Brodhead, 
Brown, Chase, Clayton, Cooper, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Foot, Gwin, Hunter, James, Johuson, Mallory, Morton, 
Norris, Pettit, Pratt, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, 
‘Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Wade, Walker, Wel- 
ler, and WyJlliains—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aitchison, Dawson, Dodge of Iowa, 
Fitzpatrick, Jones of Tennessee, Ru-k, and ‘loucey—7. 


So it was agreed to. 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, May 18, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


RIGHTS OF NEUTRALS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a report from the Secretary of State, 
with accompanying papers, in answer to the res- 
olution of the House of Representatives of the Ist 
instant. 

Mr. DEAN. These papers refer, I presume, 
to the Black Warrior affair? 

The SPEAKER. I do not think that they do. 
The letter of the Secretary of State will be read. 

The letter of the Secretary, which was read, 
states that, in accordance with the resolution of 
the House of Representatives of the Ist instant, 
he had transmitted the papers embraced in the 
correspondence which passed between this Gov- 
ernment and foreign Governments on the subject 
of the rights accorded by declaration or otherwise 
to neutrals, and the rights claimed by belligerents 
in the war pending between certain European 
Powers. 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the message and 
accompanying papers be referred to the Commit 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and printed. | 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

SUPERINTENDENCY OF ARMORIES. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. The commit- 

tee appointed by this House, some time ago, to 
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rinquire into the propriety of selecting military 
officers to superintend national works, have con- 
cluded that part of their duty relating to national 
armories, and have directed me to ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House that the testimony 
and documents in reference to that subject may be 
ordered to be printed. The committee desire it 
for their own convenience while making up their 
report and prosecuting the investigation. It will 
not require to be reprinted. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER stated that the question first 
in order was the consideration of the bill reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands, ** granting 
lands equally to the several States to aid in the 
construction of railroads, and for the support of 
schools,’’ and that the gentleman from Maryland 
{[Mr. Hamitron] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAMILION. I yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Iilinois. 

NEBRASKA AND KANSAS BILL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 movethat the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


The motion was agreed to. 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS BILL. 


The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
Flouse resolved itself into the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Ops in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of House 
bill No. 236, ‘* toorganize the Territories of Ne- 
braska and Kansas.”’ 

Mr. BANKS spoke in opposition to the bill. 
He argued that wherever the Government got the 
right to acquire territory there they got the right | 
to control it. He contended that the present Con- 
gress could not say upon what terms additional 
territory should be acquired. The people here- | 
after would determine the question for themselves. 
Let the past stand, and let the future, when it 
comes, be decided by the people who shall then 
have the power and control. 

They were called upon to repeal the Missouri 
compromise because it was said to be unjust to 
the South. All he had to say in reply was, that 
the South made it, and he denied that it was un- 
just or unequal, as regarded the South. Every 
southern man had the same right to carry his 
property to these Territories as the North had. 
3ut then southern gentlemen said that they hada 
class of property which was only made so by local 
or municipal laws, and that they were prohibited 
from taking this kind of property to these Terri- 
tories. All he had to say was, that this prohibi- 
tion was their own, and for this prohibition they 
had already received their advantages. They of 
the North did not believe it was the right of the 
southern States, under the Constitution, to carry 
this species of property to these Territories, unless 
there was a statute there, either of Congress or 
of the people, establishing it. 

He then argued to prove the constitutionality of 
the Missouri act of 1820, and said that although 
this bill admitted the right of the people to govern 
themselves, it practically denied them the power 
to do so. 

Mr. MILLER, of Missouri, alluded to the 
objection made to the bill, that its passage would 
violate solema Indian treaties. He denied that 
such would be its effect, and maintained that the 
bill did not propose to violate any treaty with any 
tribe, not even the smallest. 

He then answered the objection that the South 
now proposed to violate a solemn compact, en- 
tered into in 1820. He thoughtthis charge came 
with an ill grace from the gentlemen of the North, 
especially those who were the successors of the 
men who were anxious to violate a solemn treaty 
made with France in 1803—the one by which this 
Territory was acquired—by attempting to drive a | 
portion of that property from the limits of the 
State of Missouri, which France had expressly | 
guarantied should be secured to the inhabitants 
who possessed it. 

He then made an argument to prove that the 
North had imposed this restriction—the Missouri | 
line—upon the South, and replied to various ar- || 
guments advanced by his colleague, [Mr. Ben- | 
TON. ] 

Mr. PARKER next addressed the committee. | 


| He referred to the fact that he was elected on the 


compromise of 1850, over a candidate who advo- 


a 
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cated its repeal; but, (said he,) had it been Mos 
remotely surmised that that compromise jn an . 
way affected that of 1820,I verily believe | coukt 
not have mustered two hurdred votes out of the 
fifteen thousand which were cast. E 

He believed it was a woful mistake to supp 





; ; : . . Ppos 
that this bill would drive agitation from the H . 


oot . alg 
of Congress. It might scare it hence, but only to 
send it forth to perpetrate its ravages over the 


whole of this broad land to return here once more 
to distract the councils of thenation. There were 
too many reminiscences connected with the com. 
promise of 1820 to allow its repeal to be quiet}; 
perpetrated. wy 

It was the duty of members to leave this ques. 
tion where it was at the commencement of the 
present session, before the demon of discord wag 
again unchained to scatter his firebrands amono 
them. : 

He contended that the bill did not contain the 
principle of popular sovereignty, and declared that 
the effect of its passage would be to break downy 
the present barrier which kept slav@Fy out cf these 
Territories, thus allowing it to go there. 

Mr. PECKHAM said he had ever been a ng. 
tional Democrat, and had ever been what is tech. 
nically called ‘*a Hard.”? He was so still. He 
was no politician. Hecame to this House agains; 
his own judgment and inclination, surrendering 
both to the wishes of his friends; and therefore 
he would speak for himself alone, and not for any 
others. 

Fle then alluded to the course heretofore pursued 
by the ‘* Hards,”’ saying the Administration had 
proscribed its friends and rewarded its enemies; 
and he complained of the action of southern men 
towards that portion of the Democratic party. 

The Administration could lay down no Demo- 
cratic course for him; but if it could, it would not 
be difficult at all to find himself standing some- 
where with the Administration on this bill; for 
the Administration had been on every side of it. 
The Administration was said to bea unit; but this 
was a gross libel. It could only be a unit on the 
cohesive power of public plunder. ‘The members 
composing the Cabinet are as much opposed to 
one another in principle as the ‘Turk 1s to the 
Christian, and the Jew is to the Gentile. Another 
figure would better describe it. Though it may 
not be a unit, it is a cipher. 

He then proceeded to speak of the subject under 
consideration; and said, in the course of his re- 
marks, if the Missouri compromise, as it had been 
argued, was void, whence the propriety of declar- 
ing it null. Jet the question be decided by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. Fie did not 
believe in the principle of squatter sovereignty. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, obtained the 
floor. 

Mr. SAGE. If the gentleman will give way, 
I will move that the committee take a recess. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Certainly, I will yield for 
that purpose. . 

Mr. SAGE. Then I move that the committee 
take a recess until seven o’clock. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman 
permit me to make a single remark? 

[Cries of ** Hear him !’’] 

Mr. SAGE. I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not know how 
many gentlemen there are who desire to speak 
upon this bill. It is, however, very desirable 
that an opportunity to be heard should be afforded 
to all; and when we came tack here last night, 
we had but one speech. It would be better, 
therefore, unless it would be too great an incon- 
venience to the gentleman from Tennessee, who 
has the floor, that he should proceed now, with 
the understanding that we will go on and speak 
until eight or nine o’clock to-night. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I would rather have a recess. 
A great many of us have had no dinner yet. 

Mr.SAGE. I insist on my motion. ; 

The question was then taken on Mr. Saces 
motion, and it was agreed to nem. dis.; and there- 
upon (at five minutes after four o’clock, p. m.) 
the committee took a recess. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The committee resumed, its session at seven 
o’clock, p. m., (Mr. Oxps in the chair.) _ 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, being entitled to 
the floor, rose to address the committee. 
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The number of members present at this time 
as very small indeed. oe 

Mr. CAMPBELL. With the permission of 
» ventieman, | will move that the committee do 


s 
the ¢ 


sow rise. 
The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gent!eman from 
Tennessee yield the floor for that motion? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Itis of no use to speak to 
euch a “ beggarly account of empty boxes’’ as 
this. ‘ ’ 

The question was put on Mr. Campse.’s 
motion; and, on a division, there were—ayes 7, 
noes 5. : ; 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. LINDLEY. 1! desire to say a few words 
to the committee, and | am not particular about 
the number of the audience. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I will yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Missouri, if | can resume it when 
he has concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, 
that arrangement will be made. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. LINDLEY (Mr. Taytor, of Tennessee, 
having yielded the floor) submitted some remarks 
in vindication of the policy of granting alternate 
sections of land to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads, and more particularly in support of the bill 
donating land to the Northern Missouri railroad. 
He said that he introduced this bill at the early 


part of ihe session, and it was referred to the Com- , 


mittee on Public Lands, whom he had good reason 
to believe would favorably report upon it. The 
cost of this road would be about $7,000,000. The 
State of Missouri had loaned her credit to the en- 
terprise to the ammount of about $2,000,000. Up- 
wards of $2,000,000 had also been subscribed by 
counties and individuals, and it was believed that 
the aid now asked from the Government, some 
half million of acres of the public land, would in- 
sure the success of the road. 

He showed the benefit which would accrue to 
the counties situated on the line of the proposed 
road, and complained of the hostile feeling exhib- 
ited by gentlemen of the eastern States towards the 
West. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, said he told his | 


constituents before he came to this House that he 
was in favor of the organization of the Territories 
of Kanzas and Nebraska; and so he had been, 
and so was. He had told some of his colleagues 
when he came to the city that he was inclined to 
support the Kansas and Nebraska bill; but he had 
not then investigated all its bearings, and the 
drift of the whole subject. Never, until he came 
hither, had he had an opportunity to read the bill 
now under consideration. 


He, in the outset of this contest, desired, if he | 


could consistently with his judgment and con- 
science, go for the Kansas and Nebraska organi- 
zation,as offered by the Senate to the House. But 
it was due to his position as a member of this 
body, it was due from him as a representative of 
an independent constituency, that he should inves- 
tigate calmly, clearly, and dispassionately, the 
whole merits of the question; and now he had to 
state that he had made that investigation, and that 
every step he had taken, from beginning to end, 
had brought him nearer and nearer to a conclu- 
sion; and at last, to the conclusion that this bill 
embodies in it elements that are ruinous to the 
peace of the country, ruinous to the interests of 
the South, ruinous to the harmony of the Union, 
and a violation of the pledges, oral and written, 
made by the two great parties of this country, 
and by the President, and violative of the best 
interests of the whole country. He regretted ex- 
ceedingly, but he could net avoid the rupture on 
this subject which was made in the delegation of 
the State which he had, in part, the honor to rep- 
resent. However, he would vote against this bill, 
if he stood solitary and alone. He repeated, he 
was in favor of organizing governments for those 
Territories, but not for the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise. Right there, he said, we divide. 
He asked by what authority can Congress re- 
peal the act of 1820? What right has Congress 
to touch that sacred and solemn compact, or com- 
promise made by our fathers, some of whom now 
sleep beneath the sod of the valley? Have gen- 
tlemen the authority of their constituents? Did 
any gentleman here agitate this question before 
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there was, he had never yet heard of the man. 
He challenged any gentleman to show his creden- 
tials to justify him in voting for the proposed re- 


He could see no hftrdship to the South from 
So fur from injuring, it was one of the 
great elements of prosperity. 
the basis of permanent peace to the Union. 
answered the charge that the compromise was 
unconstitutional. If so, let the proper tribunal de- 
It had been acquiesced in for 
thirty-four long years, as a monument of those 
who had passed it, to be as durable as the Gov- 
ernment itself; and its authors were canonized as 
the saviors of their country 
' show that the acts of 1820 and 1850 are part and 
parcel of one and the same policy, which is as old 
as the Government itself, adopted alike by wise 
men, and are perfectly consistent and homogene- 
ous. They area final settlement, in principle and 
substance, of the questions to which they refer. 
Mr. WENTWORTH, of Massachusetts, took 
the floor, and controverted the argument that this 
bill, if passed, would be the means of withdraw- 
ing slavery agitation from the Halls of Congress. 
Slavery, he said, was so connected with the Gov- 
ernment of the country, and with its industrial 
resources, that it had all the elements of a national 
question—a question that was to be met, not at 
our firesides, not in the Legislatures of the States, 
but here, in these Halls of legislation. 
always been so from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment, and it would always be so, as long as 
the Union should continue. 
The Missouri compromise was a settlement of 
the conflicting claims of the two sections at the 
It was a settlement binding 
It was understood to be an 
adjustment of the whole question, and was con- 
sidered a fair and equal settlement between the 
He maintained that the South had 

been fairly dealt with by the North, although it 

was now said that northern men attempted to 
» break the compromise of 1820 in the subsequent 


It was adopted as 


cide the question. 


He proceeded to 


time of its adoption. 
upon both parties. 


two sections. 


| The North, in attempting to exclude Missouri, 
then, did what was right and proper, as the con- 
stitution of that State prohibited free negroes from 
coming into her tgrritory, which was in violation 
of that provision of the Constitution of the United 
States which allowed a citizen of one State to go 
into another State—free negroes being citizens of 
some of the northern States. This point heargued | 


Mr. LETCHER replied to charges that Vir- 
ginia had been illiberal towards the West, in re- 
fusing, through her Representatives, to grant that 
section of the country lands for railroad schemes. 
Virginia considers the public lands as having been 
ceded to the General Government for the purpose 
of being sold for the benefit of all the States of the 
He commented upon the schemers and 

lobby members coming to this city to bore and 

engineer for such grants, and to have the duties 
on railroad iron remitted to benefit certain railroad 
He likewise alluded to the existing 

abuses in relation to custom-houses, on the sub- | 

ject of which, he said, the House would soon be | 

called to act, there being appropriations in the 
‘| deficiency bill for those purposes. 

Mr. MEACHAM addressed the House in de- 
fense of the New England clergymen, who had 
petitioned Congress on the slavery question. 

Mr. KERR made some remarks, in reply to 
Mr. Meacuam, touching and censuring the con- 
duct of the clergy in their interference, in a cleri- 
cal capacity, with the legislation of Congress upon 
the Nebraska 


companies. 


H W ELL here resumed the floor. 
Mr. SEYMOUR. If the gentleman will yield, 
I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL, I yield. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I make that motion. 
The question was put; and the motion agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speak- 

_er having resumed the chair, the Chairman pro 
tempore of the committee (Mr. Waicut, of Penn- 
sylvania) reported that the Committee of the 

Whole on the state of the Union, had, according 

, to order, had the state of the Union genera 
der consideration, and more particularly 
bill No. 236, to organize the Territories of Ne- 

‘| braska and Kansas, and had come to no conclu- 

he was elected to Congress? Was there one? If || sion thereon. 
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Mr. PRINGLE. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was put; and the motion agreed to. 

The House accordingly, at eleven o'clock, 
(twenty-five minutes, p. m.,) adjourned unul to- 
morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, May 19, 1854. 
* 

Prayer by Rev. Henry Sricer. 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The PRESIDENT. This is private bill day, 
and no other business e be received except by 
the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. COOPER. I ask unanimous consent to 
lay upon the table, with a view of having it 
printed, a substitute which I intend to propose for 
the bill allowing a credit for a limited period for 
duties on railroad iron imported into the United 
States. 

‘There being no objection, it was received inform- 
ally, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, presented the 
memorial*of John D. Gibson, praying for com- 
missions on his disbursements as acting purser of 
the United States schooner Enterprise; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WADE presented a petition of the inhab- 
itants of Tallmadge, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the extension of slavery by the passage of the 
Nebraska bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Also, two petitions of inhabitants of the United 
States, praying the passage of the homestead bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Mr. PETTIUT, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing petitions and bill, submitted adverse reports 
thereon; which were ordered to be printed: 

Petition of Sarah D. Brigham, praying permis- 
sion to locate land within the limits of the Bas- 
trop claim; 

Petition of F. A. Underwood and H. A. Crane, 
heirs of Jehu Underwood, praying the confirma- 
tion of their title to certain land; and 

Bill to confirm the claim of John Ervin to a 
certain tract of land in the Bastrop grant. 


THE STEAMSHIP WASHINGTON. 

Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be reqnested 
to inquire into the expediency of presenting to Captain 
Fitch, the officers, and crew of the American steamship 
Washington, some proper testimonial of the sense enter 
tained by Congress of their praiseworthy and gallant con- 
duct in rescuing the crew and passengers of the American 
ship Winchester, wrecked on her passage from Liverpool 
to Boston; and that they do further inquire into the expe- 
diency of providing by general law for compensation to be 
allowed to the owners, officers, and crews of vessels aiding 
in rescuing the crews and passengers of American vesseis 
from shipwreck. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. Before the private bills 
are taken up I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to allow me to present, and have passed 
at this time, a bill of which | gave notice a few 
days ago. Itisa matter of local concern to my 
State. It is a bill *‘ regulating the time of holding 
the sessions of the district and circuit courts of 
the United States in the eastern district of Louis- 
iana.”? The bill has been prepare in accordance 
with the views of the judges of the district and 
circuit courts, who desire the passage of the bill, 
as well as the bar and the people of the State. 

Leave to introduce the bill was granted, and by 
unanimous consent, it was read a first and second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to direct that there shall hereafter 
be annually only three stated sessions of the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the eastern dis- 
trict of Louisiana, which shall be held at New 
Orleans on the third Mondays of November, 
February, and May; but the judge of that court 
is authorized to adjourn any stated session to any 
time previous to the next stated session, whenever 
he may deem it expedient. It also provides that 
the fall term of the circuit court of the United 
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States for the eastern district of Louisiana shall 
hereafter be held on the first Monduy of Novem- 
ber, instead of the third Monday in December, as 
heretofore provided by law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


FLORIDA LAND DISTRICT. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands to report a bill to es- 
tablyh an additional land district in the State of 
Florida. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, 
the report will be received. 

here was no objection. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. As it is a matter of 
very great interest to that sectiva of country, and 
has been somewhat delayed, | ask the Senate to 
consider the bill now. 

The bill was read a first and second time, by 
unanimous consent, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to create all 
that part of the present Tallahassee district lying 
west of the line dividing ranges ten and eleven 
west of the principal meridian into a new land 
district, the office of which is to be established at 
such place as the President may from time to time 
direct; and makes the usual provision Tor the ap- 
ointment of the proper officers. It is not to go 
into effect for at least six months after its passage. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third ume, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. HUNTER. This is private bill day, I | 
believe. J rise to ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to take up the Indian appropriation 
bill. The chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs thinks we can finish it to-day, if the Sen- 
ate will take it up. I hope it may be the pleasure 
of the Senate to take it up, so that we may dispose 
of it. The chairman (Mr. Sepastian]| is here. 

Mr. PRATT. There are one or two private 
bills which I know the Senate will pass. They 
are perhaps of as much importance as that bill. 
I should prefey not to suspend the rule. 

Mr. HUNTER. Of course I am in the power | 
of any Senator. Any one can defeat my propo- 
aiuion. 

Mr. PRATT. I hope at least we will com- | 
mence with the Private Calendar, and go on with | 
it for an hour. 

Mr. HUNTER. If we begin with it, my fear 
is that it will be gone on with, and we shall not 
get up tHe Indian bill. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE AND APPENDIX. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I wish to enter a privileged | 
motion, to reconsider the vote on the proposition 
of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Cuase,] to pro- 
vide for sending a copy of the Congressional or 
Daily Globe to the different papers in the United 
States. I think that proposition requires more 
consideration than it received at the hands of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator propose 
to reconsider the vote adopting the resolution? 

Mr. TOOMBS. No, sir; only to vote upon the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion 
that the final vote must be reconsidered before that | 
can be reached. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I do not wish to reconsider | 
the final vote. 

Mr. BENJAMIN subsequently made the mo- | 
tion to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
providing for an increased* subscription to the | 
Congressional Globe and’ Appendix was adopted. 

The PRESIDENT. Did the Senator vote with 
the majority? | 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Yes, sir. 

ne PRESIDENT. The motion will be en- | 
tered. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire also to move to re- 
consider the vote by which the first branch of the 
resolution, in relation to the publication of the de- | 
bates in three of the city papers, was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT. That motion will be en- 


WILLIAM, G. RIDGELY. 
The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, to consider the bill for the relief of Wil- | 
lian G. Ridgely. 


It proposes to direct the proper accounting offi- 
ters of the Treasury to audit the claim of William 
G. Ridgely, for tobacco destroyed by the British 
in 1814, at the warehouses at Nottingham and | 
Magruder’s ferry, in Prince George’s county, and 
at Benedict, in Charles county, Maryland, and | 
from such proof as may be exhibited to them, | 
within six months after the passage of the act, to | 
ascertain the quantity and value of his tobacco so 
destroyed, and to pay the amount so ascertained. 

Mr. PRATT. This claimant is a resident of | 
the Districtof Columbia. The principle embraced | 
in the biJl is identical with that embraced in the | 
bill for the relfef of Hodges and Lansdale, which, 
after full debate, was passed by the Senate some 
four or five Fridays since. I do not propose to 
discuss the claim. It is for tobacco destroyed at | 
the same warehouses, at the same times, and under | 
the same circumstances, as the tobacco for which 
that claim was made. Senators who were here 
when that bill was debated, will recollect the cir- 
cumstances without having the report read; but I | 
merely wish to state, for the information of those 
who were not here then, that the tobacco was 
rolled out of the warehouses, used by our forces 
as a breastwork from which the enemy were 
fought, and that the evidence is that the tobacco 
was destroyed by the British because of that user. 
Such is the testimony. The question made by the 
Senator from Delaware, (Mr. Bayarp,] now ab- 
sent, was, whether the principle of the obligation 
to pay, could apply to personal as well as real | 
property. 

Mr. NORRIS called for the reading of the re- | 
port of the Committee on Claims, and it was read. | 
It sets forth that the facts are precisely the same 
as those in the case of Hodges and Lansdale, for 
whose relief a bill has already been passed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

On the question, ‘* Shall the bill pass?’’ there 
were, on a division—ayes 19, noes 9; no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. PRATT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and taken 
with the following result: 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Benjamin, Bright, Brodhead, 
Brown, Cass, Chase, Clay, Cooper, Dawson, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Foot, Morton, Pearce, Pettit, 
Prau, Rusk, Sebastian, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, 
Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Wade, and Weller—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Fitzpatrick, Jobnson, 
Jones of Tennessee, Norris, Shields, Slidell, Sumner, 
Toucey, Walker, and Williams—!2. 

So the bill was passed. 

MOORE AND HASCALL’S PATENT. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
next proceeded to consider the bill for the relief 
of Hiram Moore and John Hascall, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Patents and 
the Patent Office. 

It proposes to grant Moore & Hascall, and to 
their heirs, assigns, and legal representatives, for 
the term of fourteen years, from June 27, 1850, 
the full and exclusive right and liberty of making, 
constructing, using, and vending to others to be 
made or used, theimprovements for cutting, thresh- 
ing, or cleaning grain, which were invented by 
them, or either of them, and embraced in the 
model, drawings, or specifications connected with 
letters patent granted to them on the 28th of June, 
1836, for a machine commonly known as ‘* Moore 
& Hascall’s harvesting machine,” together with 
the improvements invented by them, or either of 
them, in perfecting that machine, or any part 





| thereof, from the date of their original patent, to 


the day from which the same is hereby renewed 


/ and extended. 


| find the dut 
/me now. 
|| volving upon me. 


Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, the bill now 
before the Senate is one ofa great deal of import- 
ance. It involves interests which I apprehend, 
at first view, are not properly estimated by the 
Senate. Upon several occasions | have felt it to 
be my duty to make opposition to this bill, and | 
no less imperatively imposed upon 
regret, sir, that I feel this duty de- 
I feel that the performance of 
it is the more unpleasant, as this is known not to 


tered also, be one of those subjects which elicit the attention 


of the Senate; but I think that before this dis-. 


cussion is over, if I can get the attention of the 


Senate, I can satisfy them that they ought not to 
pass this bill; that they ought not to pass it for 
considerations affecting deeply some of the most 


OBE. 








————____ 


important interests of the country, connected with 
agriculture. 

| shail, before the debate is over, £9 prett 
fully into this subject; but at present | peepee 
to name but the points of objection, and then to 
hear whether there be any explanation which ob. 
viates the objections; and if not, that at all events 
it may be shown that this is a case where an ey. 
ception should exist to the general ideas and 
eral rules entertained upon such subjects, 

The honorable Senator from Michigan [Mr 
Stuart] has heretofore, in remarking upon the 
course that | have pursued upon this bill, prom. 
ised to the Senate that he could and would answer 
the objections that I have taken to it, and satisf 
the Senate that there was nothing in those objec. 
tions, and that we could with propriety, and ought 
in justice, to pass the bill, and let it become a 
law. 

Mr. President, the reading of the report in this 
case, until you come to the last clause of it, gives 
no idea of what the provisions of the bill are, nor 
does that last clause give a sufficiently correct idea 
of what are those provisions. From the reading 
of almost the whole report, one would suppose 
that this bill is but of the ordinary kind proposing 
an extension of a patent; but it goes far, very far, 
beyond that. It proposes, sir, not only to extend 
the patent, but it proposes to add on to it, to splice 
upon it, and make a part of it, any improvements 
which may have been made by the parties claim. 
ing the extension and the benefit under the bill, 
for the last eighteen years, I believe. 

The enormity of this may not be seen at first 
view. It may not be seen why these men should 





ay | 9, 


gen- 


_ not be entitled to have now granted to them, by 
| the legislation of Congress, what improvements 
| they have made during that period of time; but if 
| gentlemen will reflect, and that too but very 
| slightly, they will see how it may affect the com- 


munity in the most injurious manner. Why, sir, 
the time through which they are to be permitted 
to run back, and allege and show their improve- 


| ments, is more than the period for which a patent 
will run; and consequently, anything that might 


now be claimed, may have been claimed by others 
in the mean time, and may have been patented by 
them; and yet the provisions of this bill would 
come in, and by legislation on the part of Con- 


| gress, set aside the acquired rights in the mean 


time, and assign them over, transfer them from 
those in whom they are now vested, to Moore & 
Hascall. 

That is the first objection—that it proposes, in 


| this sweeping manner, to renew to them not only 
| their patent, but to permit them to go, back and 
| show anything which they may allege they have 





| perfectly still. 
or they can know and feel, that there is already 


invented during that time, and attach that to their 
renewed patent, and give them the benefit of it for 
the time proposed in the bill. To illustrate further 
how this will operate, I will make this statement, 
that it would be unnecessary, under this bill, for 
these persons to manufacture a solitary machine 
forthe public. Why isthisso? Why, just pass 
the bill, and all that they will have to do is to be 
Why so? They know and feel, 


invested in the manufacture of harvesting machines 
a capital sufficient to make it the interest of almost 
every person engaged in agriculture, or any manu- 
facturer of agricultural implements, to compromise 
with them, and pay them more than the manufac 
turing of their machines would amount to. 

The fact is, and it shall come out in the debate 
before we are done, that these parties claim every 
important part now embraced in any other reaping 
machine. If they claim it before the Patent Office, 
of course they will endeayor to prove it; and if 
they prove it, of course they will get attached to 
their extended patent every important part that is 
contained in any other reaping machine. When 
that is done, how will others go on and manufac: 
ture reaping machines? If they cannot do it with- 
out infringing this renewed patent, then, of course, 
they are at the mercy of these parties; they have 
to render obedience to the renewed patent and the 
law under which it is renewed. The result will 
be that, without establishing a manufactory, with- 
out manufacturing one of the machines, they can, 
by their injunctions, suppress the manufacture, oF 
compel those engaged in the manufacture to pay 
atribute to them. They can do not only this; 
but, during the harvesting time, when the agricul- 
turist ig engaged in the harvest, they can go and 
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yg true, if they obtain a renewal of their | 
natent for What they claim, there is not a man in 
‘he community Who can use @ reaper at all, except | 
at his peril. These people, without a manufac- 
: for the building of the machines, will have 


tory . 
sent agents all over the country, wherever there is 
a reaper inuse. These agents can demand that 


that use be stopped. If it is refused, | apprehend, 
ynder the law, it could be stopped by injunction. 
of course, when the agriculturist is in the 
midst of the harvest, it will be a matter of caleu- 
ijation with him how much he can afford to pay, 
and yet not lose all. In the scarcity of labor, the 
almost impossibility of obtainyig it, to harvest by 
hand, it will be a question of calculation with him 
how much he can pay so as to save something | 
from bis harvesting, and 1 will venture to say, | 


Then, 
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e working of every machine. If what they not manufacture the machines if they would, and 


would not if they could; because they can make 
more profit under the bull without manufacturing 
them. I may be going too far when | say ‘“ be- 
cause;”’ but that is what may be found out after- 
wards. Ido not want to attribute, and | wish to 
disavow attributing, to any friend of the bill in 
the Senate, any improper motives. In speaking 
plainly, | wish to be understood, whatever my 
language may be, that | disavow that? but | am 
speaking, or intend to speak, of the effect of the 
bill. Upon that point perhaps enough has been 
said. 

I have alleged that, in the first instance, this bill 
was not in the form that it has now assumed. 
When it was introduced into the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in the first instance, a most important 
feature in it was leftout. It will be perceived that 


‘hat without investing a dollar in the machines, || in the provision in regard to improvements, the 


the money can be levied upon the farmers of the 
country. 


This, | say, is what can be done under this | 


pill. I will now give the reasons why it will be 
done. In the first instance, I do not believe that 
one of these machines ever will be manufactured. 
Why do I say so? Why, sir, in the lapse of 
time, since 1836 to the present, the report itself 
says that they never have sold a machine, never 
have sold a right, and, I believe, they never have 
manufactured but five machines. Why is this? 
Why is it that these machines have not been built 
during the whole period of this patent? Simply, 
sir, because one of them never could have been 
sold if it had been built. There must be a reason 
for that; it is simply that the cost is so enormous 
that no farmer ever thought of buying one of 
them. The cost is $1,600. The team required 
to work it is sixteen horses. Is there any gentle 
man in the Senate, at all acquainted with agricul- 
tural matters, who will believe that in the region 
of country where reapers can be used most profit- 
ably—the western country, upon the western prai- 
ries, and in the old country, where the fields are 
old, and the stumps have been removed—any 
mortal man would ever think of expending $1,600 
for one of these machines, and then purchase or 
hire sixteen horses to work it? At present, about 
the least price for which you can purchase a horse 
suitable to work such a machine, is $200. Your 
team, therefore, will cost $3,200, and then the 
machine besides, $1,600, making $4,800 for this 
machine and team; and when you have got it up, 
Barnum’s twelve-elephant team would not begin 
to compare with it. 

Only think of it! Four four-horse post teams 
wankan in the harvest field to turn corners and 
reapgrain! It involves such an absurdity as I will 
venture to say was never préposed to the farming 
community, The very idea is preposterous. 

I say, then, from the allegations of the report, 
no machines have been used for eighteen years; 
and, from the further considerations of the cost of 
the machine, and the enormity of the team that is 
to be used to work it, it Will never be manufac- 
tured. Hence it will be seen that it is necessary, 
if this bill is to benefit these parties, that it should 
be in such a form that they can, not by the man- 
ufacture of the machine, but by levying black 
mail upon others manufacturing it and upon the 
farming community, make out of it what they 
cannot make by the manufacture of it. 

It seems that the bill has to make a departure 
from the ordinary bills extending patents, other- 
wise it would be of no benefit to these people, 
and are we going into this course of legislation, 
and thus sacrifice the agricultural community and 
the immense interests which are involved in reap- 
ing machines, simply for the purpose of enabling 
Moore & Hascall to make a fortune without ever 
expending a dollar for the benefit of thecommupity? 
Let me ask what benefit have they bestowed upon 
the community? Have they ever given it a ma- 
chine? Who ever heard of itat the London fair, 
Or at any other fair? It would have been laughed 
off the field if it had been taken there. Present the 
farmer in England, or the farmer in the United 
States, a machine costing $1,600, with a string of 
sixteen horses ahead of it, to go into an ordinary 
field to turn corners and reap his grain, and it 
would present to him such another anomaly and 
aosurdity that he would hiss to scorn the idea that 
he should be asked to purchase it. And yet, sir, 
we are asked, under this bill, to legislate a mo- 
nopoly into the hands of those people who can- 





language is somewhat peculiar. It is this: 


** Together with the improvements invented by them, or 
either of them, in perfecting said machine, or any part 
thereof, from the date of their original patent,” 


| which, I believe, was in 1836, 


| **to the day from which the same is hereby renewed and 

extended. And the Commissioner of Patents is hereby 

directed and required to make a certificate of such renewal 

and extension, aud append an authenticated copy thereof to 

| the original patent,with the proper specifications and claims: 
Provided, That the said patentees shall first pay into the 
Treasury, to the credit ofthe patent fund, the fees required 

| by law for the renewal or extension of patents: And pro 
vided also, that whenever the said Moore & Hascall, or 
their heirs, assigns, or legal representatives, shall file in the 
office of the Commissioner of Patents an application apeci- 
fying the inventions and improvements claimed under this 
act,”’ 


—which, mind you, run back through eighteen 
| years, 


| ‘the said Commissioner shall cause public notice to be | 


given of the time and place of hearing and considering said 
application, according to the provisions of section eighteen 
of the general patent law, approved July 4th, 1836, and shall 
| thereupon, determine and decide their right as original in- 
ventors, according to the provisions of this act, to the claims 
| embraced in their application; from which decision an ap 
peal may be taken, as in ordinary cases. 


I ought to have commenced reading a little fur- 
| ther back. The bill provides that there shall be 





| extended unto the parties, 

** the full and exclusive right and liberty of making, con- 
structing, using, and vending to others to be made or used, 
the improvements for cutting, threshing, or cleaning grain, 
which were invented by the said Moore & Hascall, or 
either of them, and embraced in the model, drawing, or 
epecifications.’? 

There is a secret about this matter that has been 
mentioned before to the Senate; but there may be 
some present who do not remember it. 
at this time no model existing in this case. The 
model was destroyed when the Patent Office was 
| burned, shortly atter this patent was issued. You 
| will perceive that anything which is embraced 
in the model, drawings, or specifications, is to be 
extended to these parties. Upon whom are we 
| to rely as to what was contained in the model? 
Are we to rely upon anything of record? It may 
| be said that the drawings will show what was in 
the model. How do you know it? Because you 
will perceive that the provision is not that the Pat- 
| ent Office is to begoverned by what was embraced 
in the model, drawings, and specification, but in 
either of them, You may advert tothe drawings, 
and you will findacertain partomitted. Look atthe 
specifications, and you find a certain part not there; 
| but then comes the allegation that it was in the 
model. Why? Because this man who, eighteen 





/in the center of Michigan, knows it was there, 

Bring him on. He comes forward and swears to 
| it. ho is he? What security is there for the 
| publicin this state of the case? He proves it; and 
| under this legislation Mooré & Hascall are to be 





standing the same thing may have been patented by 
| others, and their patent may have expired, for the 
| fourteen years may have run within the eighteen. 
It may have been on the patent of Atkinson, or 
of Hussey, or of McCormick, or of others; but 
| itis now shown by oral testimony to have been in 
| the model of Moore & Hascall, which was burnt 
| sixteen years ago, and therefore they are to be 
| entitled to take the exclusive right of using them, 
If you allow this, there is not a man now using a 
/reaping machine, there is not one who will pro- 
| pose to use one, that will dare to venture upon the 
purchase of one of them. 


There is | 


| years ago, saw the model in the western country, | 


| entitled to a monopoly in their patent; notwith- | 
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ness, | would ask nothing more than to obtain 
from Moore & Hascall the authority to goto every 
farmer in the country, and tell him to cease cutting 
grain in the harvest ume when everything is de- 
pending upon his proceeding with his business; 
when, perhaps, his pecuniary salvation depends 
upon that harvest, would s y to him, ** Stop;” 
and if he should ask, * Why?” I would say, 
‘** You are using what is embraced in my patent.” 
** My dear sir,’’ he might say, * | have used this 
machine for ten, twelve, or fourteen years.” I 
would reply, ‘*I1 do not care; Congress has told 
me that | may go back for eighteen years, and 
claim this thing.’’ ‘* Klow do they tell you so?” 
‘*Why, I had a secret model once; it contained 
just what you are using there; it was burnt a long 
time ago, it is true; but Mr. Grimes swears, in 
the Patent Office, that it was in the model; and 
here is the seal of the Government telling you that 
it was there; now stop, itis mine.’’ That is what 
I would say to himif | were engaged in a busi- 
ness so nefarious. He would have to stop, or I 
should compel him to doso. If he did not, I 
should levy upon him to the amount, perhaps, of 
everything involved in the harvest; and, God 
knows, thatis almost all that some farmers in the 
country have to depend on. 

Sir, | am surrounded by a community {hat is 
using harvesting machines. I am using them ex- 
tensively myseli, and, as God is my judge, if this 
bill shall pass, and the patent shall be renewed in 
this form, | do not know how it would be possi- 
ble for me to feel myself safe in putting my teams 
to the machines, and cutting another acre of grain, 
I should almost shudder to see anybody coming 
into the field, when | knew this terrible act had 
been passed, and that such a monopoly had been 
granted to individuals. When the farmer is told 
to stop using his machines, he might turn to these 
parties and say, ‘* If you will not permit me to use 
the machines, inthe name of common sense, man- 
ufacture one that we may have, for we cannot get 
manual labor to do the work.’’ ‘* Well, we will 
do it.”’ ** What price will yéu charge?”’ ** Only 
$1,600!’’ I believe the one which | have cost but 
$100 or $150. ‘* Well, with your $1,608 machine, 
what team will have to be had?’ ‘ Sixteen 
horses.’’ ** Have youany manufactured?”’ **No.’’ 
‘* Well, L do not want it,’’ the reply would be, 
They could not sell one if they had «; and if there 
was one manufactured it could not be worked with 
an ordinary sized team; and this is the manner in 
which the community is to be treated by this 
legislation. 

But I was adverting to the fact that this feature 
was not in the original bill. The original bill, as 
introduced into the House of Representatives, did 
not contain this model feature. It has assumed 
that shape since, no doubt because, as is repre- 
sented to honorable members who are advocating 
the bill, that it is necessary to have the model 
previues in it, for the persons interested in it 

ave doubtless said that they cannot get their 
rights without its being there. Suppose they can- 
not, how easily, its being there, are they enabled 
to deprive others of their rights?) And hence how 
apparent is the injustice which will be done under 
1s provisions? 

New. Mr. President, to cut sbort my present 
remarks, | will advert to another fact. When 
this bill was under consideration in the Senate at 
a former Oongress, it received at each time but 
precious little favor. When it first came from the 
House of Representatives, it was recommitted to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office, 
upon the motion of a gentleman no longer a Sein- 
ator, [Mr. Wales.] It was then amended in the 
committee, and the amended bill was brought back 
to the Senate by yourself, I think, (Mr. Dawson 
in the chair;) but in that bill, as it went to you, 
there was no provision in regard to this burnt 
model. After that was done, the bill failed. At 
the next Congress it passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and came to the Senate. Upon a pretty 
full discussion, it was then recommitted to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office, as I 
understand, with, if not express, implied instruc- 
tions that the committee should bring it back as a 
bill simply extending the patent. This allegation 
on my part has been denied by the Senator from 
Michigan, [Mr. Srvant;} and | wish now to 
bring to the notice of the Senate that from which 
I inferred that the committee was so instructed. 


Bir, if | were disposed to engage in such a busi- || I will read a very short passage from the remarks 
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which were made 


the conclusion of which the motion to recommit | 


I said: 


6+] have made my-elf to a considerable extent an inter- 
ested party in this matter, because | represent an ‘agric ul- 
tural country, and Ldo not want the farmers of that region 
to be placed in Ue predicament. T have begged the parties 
to take a simple extension of the patent. They will not do 
it. And now, since they have come to us and asked for 
legisiation, my advice is, that We take this bill and amend 
it, aod make ila stiople bill extending the patent of these 
geotiemen, and then let them bave it.) In order thap this 
juay be done, | move to recommit the bill to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office.’ 


“The motion was agreed to ; there being, on a division— 
ayes 22, noce 1s.” 

Mr. STUART. What is the date of that? 

Mr. WALKER. The 25th of Februnry, 1853. 
This then was the manner in which the bill went 
back to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office, the second time. ltmay be said that there 
was 00 Order instructing the committee to amend 
it, making it a bill for the simple extension of the 
patent; but, sir, | will venture to say that every 
Senator who was present then understood that it 
was implied that if the committee brought back 
the bill at all, it was to bring it back in the form 
implied in those instructions, for the motion was 
made expressly, as was then declared, ‘‘in order 
that thays might be done.’’ 

Immediately the vote was taken in the Senate, 
and they voted, as I implied, that the bill should 
go back to the committee, in order that it might 
be thus amended. I believe the committee did 
not return the bill at that session. It was true it 
was near theclose of the session; but it would not 
have taken either a member of the committee or 
its clerk five minutes to draw up a bill extending 


was made, put, and carried. 


the patent in the simple language in which patents | 


are extended, and then it could have been reported 
back to the Senate if that had been done. 
one of those who principally opposed it, [ stood 
pledged to vote fort. I stand so now. Bring in 
a bill extending the patent simply, and I will vote 
for it to-day, to-mogrow, or on any other day on 
which | may be called upon to do so. I have not 
the slightest aversion to the gentlemen asking for 
the extension of their patent; but | do ask in my 
own name, as one of the class, and in the name 
of the agricultural community, that such an enor- 


mity as this shall not be passed by Congress; that | 
they shall not be subjected to the power of any 


man or any two men in America; for whatever 
may be said upon the subject, | have my convic- 
tions that everything can be done, under the pro- 
visions of this bill, that 1 have alleged can be 
done. 

Why, sir, should we step forward at this late 
day and revert these parties to their alleged rights? 
Why, when they made an improvement two 
years after their first patent was taken out, did 
they not come forward and patent that? Why, 


when four years after the patent was taken out, | 
they made another improvement, did they not | 


Being | 





patent that, and so on, from time to time, until |, 


they hed perfected their machine ? 
not do it?) The patent laws gave them the right 
and power todoit. There are express provisions 
in the patent laws upon the subject. They did 
not do it. They lay back while other ingenious 
minds were at work in the country, during the 
period of eighteen years, making inventions and 
Improvements in harvesting machines, have per- 


fected their rights, have gone to the Patent Office, | 


have acted up to the iaw, and have obtained their 
patenis; and now, after all this has been done, it 
1s proposed that, at one fell swoop, we shal! strike 
from them all their rights under it, and confer 
them upon Moore & Hascall, of Michigan, say- 
ing to all others stand aside, and to all who have 
purchased machines, cease using them. That is 
the effect of the bill. I do not believe it is de- 


signed by the Senators from Michigan to be its |, 


effect; but that it is so | have not the least doubt. 
I do not blame them for their advocacy of it, upon 
two grounds. In the first place, these gentlemen 
are their constituents; and in the second place, 
their Legislature has instructed them to go for the 
bill. But in these instructions, [ will venture to 
say, it was never dreamed that, by the words 
** extending their patent,’’ they were also to em- 
brace every improvement running through a pe- 
riod of eighteen years, for which a patent had 
heen given to anybody else. 

Mr. STUART. It perhaps, sir, is not the | 
least difficult task for a man to undertake toae 


Why did they | 


| Senator has done, that I am going to discuss the || 





by myself at that time, after |; sweran argument that is made up wholly of illim- 


itable statements and declarations. 1 conceive 
that ifa gentieman were to rise in his place to- 
day, and teil the Senate of the United States that 
to-morrow, at noon, the sun would be extin- 
guished, the earth would be annthilated, and the 
whole planetary system would be utterly and en- 
tirely destroyed, there is nota man in the world 
who could refute that argument by reason and 
logic. He could only say, he did not beileve it. 
Now, sir, | find myself very much in that posi- 
tion. 

The Senator from Wisconsin started by char- 
acterizing this bill as one of the greatest enormi- 
ties that ever was sought to be practiced upon the 
credulity of the Senate of the United States. If 
there is a word in the English language which is 
more extended in its signification of infamy than 
that which has been employed by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, it is a word which has never 
reached my nouce. He tells you that the attempt 
is made by this bill to give to Moore & Hascall 
not that which they have invented, and to which 
they havea right, but ali that they claim; and he 
says he knows they will claim everything that 
attaches to any reaping machine which has ever 
been invented, or is now In use. 

Mr. WALKER, 1! say they have done it, and 
they can do it under this bill. 

Mr. STUART. 
undertake to deal in any such language as that 
which has been indulged in by the Senator from 
Wisconsin, although [| shail meet him very cor- 
dially in saying of him, as he does of me, that | 
do not impute to him any improper motives. I 


Mr. President, J will not | 


will take it for granted that the Senator is mis- | 


taken from the commencement to the termination 
of his argument. 

I trust the Senate will indulge me in saying that 
this whole transaction, from the time of its Incep- 
tion down to its compleuon, has been carried on 
in the county in which I reside—within twelve or 
fourteen miles of my own residence—and if there 
is any subject which | have had an opportunity 
to understand, by observation and by examina- 
tion, from first to last, it is the subject which is 
now before the Senate of the United States. And 
when the Senator from Wisconsin tells me that | 
am here the advocate of a measure which c«rries 


upon its face, and in its effect, such perfidy, us he | 


ascribes to this, when | know all about it, no 
other inference can be drawn from his language— 
however he may intend it—except that | am here 
in the dishonest advocacy of a very dishonest 
measure. This is a subject about which | cannot 
plead ignorance. I donot stand here as the advo- 
cate of these men. 
particular solicitude in regard to them, because 
they are immediate constituents of mine. I stand 
here to-day, Mr. President, not only seeking, but 
desiring, to pledge what little reputation | possess 
in the opinion of my colleagues in this body, apon 


I do not stand here with any | 


the fact that this measure is the reverse of what | 


the Senator from Wisconsin has characterized it, 
fronr the beginning to the end. 


I will seek to | 
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machine which will harvest this wheat perfectly » 
As a matter of course, they all laughed at him 
They did not believe him any more than a “om 
would have believed, a few years before it w . 
demonstrated, that intelligence could be Colne. 
nicated by telegraph. He went to work, how. 
ever—to do what? I wish to call the attention of 
Senators to the work which this gentleman 
about. It was to producea machine which we . 4 
go into the field, and could thresh, clean up, and as 
Into bags the wheatat the rate of three acres an hoy. 
That was a pretty large undertaking. Has he ie 
ceeded? ‘The report of the committee says he has. 
and as the matter has passed under my own dbase. 
vation, | know it.to be so. Since he begen, in 
1836, to try ris machine, I have seen it operate 
annually; and J tell you, sir, and } pledge myseir 
to the Senate of the United States, that it does this 
work more thoroughly than it can be done in any 
other way. It is done with less waste. There jx 
less loss of wheat by shelling. The farmer ois 
more bushels of wheat into his barn by this mode 
than any other which has yet been proposed. 

It will be seen at a glance that it necessarily 
took a good deal of time to complete the invention 
of a machine of this kind, so as to makeit perfer: 
The outline of it, of course, cost a great deal of 
time, labor, and money; but when the ouiline 
of it was perfected, the machine must be tried 
It could only be tried in harvest time, and Sep. 
ators who are acquainted with grain growing, w;!| 
see that it could only be tried while the wheg: 
was fit to thresh. With the cradle you begins 
week before the wheat is ready to thresh; but 
with this machine you cannot operate until the 
wheat is ready tothresh, because it cuts, threshes, 
and cleans up at once. For this reason the time 
during which the machine can be operated js 
reduced to ten days, or two weeks at the outside, 
Thus a man could experiment but once a year 
with a machine to do this great work. He could 
experiment only ten days in that year; and then, 
however defective his machine might be found to 
be, he had to go over until next year before he 
could perfect it and try it again,, 

Moore & Hascall took out their patent in 1836. 
It was necessary for their protection. The ma- 
chine patented was a somewhat crude one, and 
far from being perfect. They then commenced 
operations; and what has been the fact? Why, 
they had fourteen trials under their patent, one 
every year—the patent running for fourteen years, 
and they could only test it in harvest time. They 
had therefore, I say, in order to perfect a machine 
of this magnitude, complication, and importance, 
fourteen trials of it under a patent; and that is all 
they have had. i 

Mr. President, it seems to me that I need not 
elaborate this question. Senators, like courts, are 
legally presumed to know something. It will be 


'seen from these facts that the whole time of the 


show the truth of what I say in a few words, for || 
1 do not intend to give out to the Senate, as the | 


subject at any very considerable length. [ can 


state the case in a nut-shell. 
The inventors, who are sought to be provided 
for in this bill, are very intelligent men; and I 


may say of the one, who is, perhaps, more im- || 


mediately concerned, Mr. Moore, that he is one 


of the ablest men that can be found in the coun- | 


try. He is not only able as a farmer, but he is 


| able as a mechanic and an inventor; and he is 


| sing 


entirely free from that difficulty which almost 


| always follows a high order of inventive talent; 


he is not visionary; he does not spend his time | 
nor spend his money about subjects which can be | 


of no practical good. 
our cere cg in 1832, he discovered at once thata 


| to his ordinary farmihg business, put in eighty 





acres of wheat; but he saw instantly that it re- | 


quired a great many men to harvest that wheat in 
the ordinary method, by acradle. He therefore 
saw, either thet a great portion of the western 
country, consisting of prairie land, must lie com- 
paratively idle and unproductive, or else means 
must be employed to provide for harvesting after 
he crop was in and ready to be harvested. He 


\| said to his neighbors, “1 believe I can invent a 


Looking abroad, sir, upon | 


e man, with a team, could, besides attending | 


—_——— 


| 


patent was necessarily exhausted in perfecting the 
machine; and it would be, I think, a most fortu- 
nate occurrence if a man could perfect such a ma- 
chine as this in fourteen trials after he had got the 
crude invention together. 

Thus the matter stood at the expiration of the 
time limited by the patent. These gentlemen said 
to themselves then, **the Constitution of the 


United States in terms gives to inventors the 


exclusiv® use of their inventions for a limited time 
asa recompense. The Congress of the United 
States have passed a general law, by which on 
inventor, after his machine is perfected, shall have 
a patent for fourteen years, and if he is not remu- 
nerated within that term of fourteen years, the 


| Commissioner of Patents is authorized to extend 
the patent for seven years more, so that he has 


twenty-one years’ use ofa machine after it is per- 
fected.”’ e know that the greater number of 
machines can be perfected in secret, and when ® 
party takes out his patent he is ready to com- 
mence the full tide of operations, and then he has 
for twenty-one years the full and perfect use of ® 
complete machine. These gentlemen, as the re 
port states and as I know, found themselves at the 
end of fourteen years where ordinary inventors 
are when ar their patents—just ready to do 
something. ell then what did they say’ They 
said “if we go on and take an extension of this 
patent now for seven years, we shall only have 
one third of what is given to ordinary inventors; 
we will therefore ask the Congress of the United 
States to extend our patent for fourteen years, 
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and we will show them the reason why it ought 
to be done.” 


{ will not dwell much upon the history of this 


case, but I will briefly go over the points. | They 
applied, as I stated in the report, in 1850, in time, 
en that if Congress, in the ordinary course of legis- 
Jathon, = 
gone to the Patent Office, and got an extension there 
for sev tn years. That extension, of course, would 
have been confined to the original patent, and 
would have been very far from doing them justice. 
The House of Representatives passed the bill in 
1850, and it came here to the Senate, but did not 
receive the action of this body. At the last Con- 
cress, as early, I think, as the 8th of February, 
]x52, at any rate, early in that month, when | 
was a member of the House of Representatives, 
the House passed the bill. It remained here in the 
Senate during the whole of that long session, and 
was not touched. On the 25th of February, 1853, 
as the Senator from Wisconsin has shown, five 
or six days before the termination of the Con- 


cress, by dint of exertion, my distinguished. col- | 
learue (Mr. Cass] and his associate at that time, | 
(Mr. Fetcn,] got the consent of the Senate to | 


take up the bill. It was at a time when we were 
surrounded by all the appropriation bills for the 
service of the country, and only five or six days 
of the session were left. We know that, under 
such circumstances, members are unwilling to 
attend to private interests at all; and it was only 
as a matter of courtesy to the Senators who 
occupied the floor at the time, that it came up at 
all. The Senator from Wisconsin made just such 
a speech then, as he has made to-day. He fright- 


ened some men, not so much by what he said, as | 


by the manner in which he said it. He character- 
ized this as a transaction fraught with infamy of 
the deepest dye. He said that his own reapers 
in his own fields would be stopped if Congress 
passed the bill. Sir, ordinary courtesy would 


prevent the Senate from walking into the harvest 
ield of the Senator from Wisconsin, and stopping | 


his harvesting in the midst of harvest time, and 
letting his grain go into the ground again. I was 


not a member of this body at that time, but I was | 


in the Chamber at the time, and I listened to the 
Senator, and I confess | was as much amazed at 
his argument then as I have been to-day. 

That is the whole transaction up to that time. 


Here is a bona fide invention of a most important | 


character, ready to be used profitably to the in- 
ventors, and they simply ask the privilege. Why 
shall it be refused ? 

The Senator says there is one portion of this 


bill that is wrong, because it seeks to renew what- | 


ever was contained in the ** model, drawings, or 
specifications, instead of saying ‘* the model, 
drawings, and specifications.”’ | draw the atten- 
tion of the Senate to this fact, because I want the 
bill understood. I want it to meet every objec- 


tion, and [ wish to have the judgment of Senators | 


on this question after it is thoroughly tested and 
understood. If it will not bear the light of examin- 
ation, far be it from me to ask them to pass the 
bill. But, sir, what are the facts? This was an 
invention patented in 1836. There was much less 
skill then in preparing specifications than there is 
now. Congress thought it necessary and proper 
to pass a general law, by which, when specifica- 
tions were imperfect, the inventors might yield 


them up and have a new hearing, and have em- | 


rm? 


braced within their patent whatever they were | 


actually entitled to. 
_ Now, Mr. President, | ask the Senate—and I 
invite the especial attention of the Senators who 
are present—if they can conceive of a single inven- 
tion, which, in its character, would be less sus- 
ceptible of the practice of fraud than this one 
under the yielding up of the specifications and 
taking new ones? Here is an immense machine. 
It is worked in the open field, where the whole 
community see it. It is not so complicated in its 
character but that every farmer can understand it. 
le can see every part of it; and, therefore, when 
the inventor undertakes to claim what he is not 
entitled to, you can produce a whole cloud of wit- 
nesses, as many as were summoned to try George 
Ilf. at the bar of Paradise. Everybody, every 
farmer, could be called upon at once and say, “I 
have seen this machine operate for five or six 
years, and there is no such thing in it.”” Any at- 
tempt at fraud in this way would be detected at 
once. The model has been burnt up. Who is to 


had retused the patent, they could still have | 
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blame fOr that? It was placed in the Patent Office 
of the United States, an insecure building. The 
Office took fire and burnt up, and in that burning 
these men’s model was consumed. They, there- 
fore, must produce another model, and must re- 
sort to parol evidence to show its identity. Is 
there any other way known by which they can 
secure other evidence? Certainly not. Then 
where is the danger? If you give men what 
they have actually invented—for the bill limits 
them to that—what they are the first and actually 
inventors of, has anybody else a right to it? I 
ask the question, has anybody a right to what 
these men invented? How did they get it? The 
worst phase that can be put upon this matter is, 
that it is not a question between these inventors 
and other inventors, but between these inventors 
and the public. Now, the Constitution says, in- 
ventors shall be entitled to the exclusive use of 
their own invention for a reasonable time. Is 
there any other means of ascertaining what they 
invented than such asare provided for in this bill? 
Certainly none at all. 

Again, objection is made to this bill because it 
proposes to give these men what they invented 
while they were improving the machine. I come, 
now, to some places where it is necessary for me 
to correct the Senator from Wisconsin. Hesays, 
the bill gives these men the whole range of eighteen 
years from the time they took out their patent to 
this day. Thatisavery great mistake. ‘The bill 
gives them the right to claim such original inven- 
tions as they themselves made in perfecting this 
machine during the fourteen years while they held 
the patent, and were actually perfecting it. That 
is the language of the bill. Here is a point to 
which I can bring the Senator to a demonstration 
in argument. ‘Ihe bill provides that this patent 
shall be renewed for the term of fourteen years 
from the 27th of June, 1850. It provides that the 
renewed patent shall include ** the improvements 
invented by them or either of them, in perfect- 
ing said machine,’’—I call particular attention to 
this—‘ from the date of their original patent to 
the day from which the same is hereby renewed 
and extended.”? That is, from the date of their 
patent in June, 1836, to the time from which we 
now propose to extend it, June, 1850. 1 mention 
this for more purposes than one. [| mention it to 
show that in the zeal, | may say the unparalleled 
zeal with which the Senator from Wisconsin at- 
tacks this measure every time he gets a chance at 


it, and in his zeal to characterize its enormity, he | 


has overlooked the express language of the bill. 

Sir, what is there unreasonable in the proposi- 
tion? These men, as I have said, were necessarily 
engaged in perfecting their machine. Wherever 
they found it defective, they had to make a new 
invention. 

Here is another fact to which I will refer in this 
connection. If these men were of the character 
that the Senator from Wisconsin seeks to satisfy 
the Senate they are, mere blood-suckers upon the 
producing community, they would have gone on 
and patented those little inventions for improve- 
ments as fast as they made them. They would 
have done what has been done by some others in 
this country, whom I could name, who are under- 
taking to get great éclat before the community, and 
every two or three years are taking out new pat- 
ents for a part of the identical machine originally 
patented. But, sir, I can tell the Senator from 
Wisconsin that there isa wide distinction between 
these individuals and some others. They are hor- 
est men. They were seeking in this invention to 
give to the community the most valuable machine 
that has been invented, and were not stopping 
every year or two to take out a separate patent 
for an arrangement of a seat, or for a mere divid- 
ing iron running through between the grain to be 
cut and the standing grain. ‘They did not deal in 
that sort of smali fry for the purpose of laying 
their fangs on original and honest inventors, and 
thereby taxing the community. They are a dif- 
ferent class of men from that. As I said before, 


| they kept on perfecting their machine. The bill 


| proposes to give them an extension for such im- 
| provements as they made in perfecting it. Why 
|is this necessary’? Without this provision, the 
| extension is good for nothing. 

| The Senator from Wisconsin may well tell the 
Senate that he is perfectly willing that their ori- 
ginal patent shall be extended for the crude and 
| imperfect machine for which they took out a pat- 


| of the right? 
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ent in 1836. He may say so, because there is no 
claim that the original patent of 1836 interferes 
with certain otherciaims which, but for the agents 
of some men, would not trouble the Senate. I 
wish Senators to understand that if Moore & Has- 
call simply asked for an extension of their original 
patent, men who have made §300,000 or $400,000 
out of their inventions would not be here to-day, 
battling this bill as this iscontested. There is the 
cause; there is the difficulty. I say these people 
may well say they do not object to the extension 
of the original patent. 

Now, sir, | ask—and I ask it with some sort of 
confidence and not a little of teeling—if, when the 
Senate of the United States is presented with a 
bill which is simply to put these men on a footing 
with others, which isto give them a patent for 
what théy shall actually prove, after notice and full 
hearing, that they originally invented, itcan, with 
propriety, be characterized as an enormous propo- 
sition? Sir, | know something about this matier: 
I know a little about the agencies; | know a little 
about the propelling power; and, sir, I can say to 
you that | know on some subjects a little more 
than I wish to know. : 

But, sir, my object is to call the attention of the 
Senate item by item to this transaction; and I ask 
now why should not Moore & Hascall have in- 
cluded within this extension of their patent for 
fourteen years, the improvements which they shall 
prove by valid, incontrovertible testimony, they 
are entitied to as original inventors? Can any- 
body tell me? 

There are some other remarks of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, which | wish to notice. He 
says the report shows that these men have not 
been remunerated because they have never sold a 
machine, and he says, in no legitimate way can 
they ever be remunerated because they never can 
sella machine. Let melook at that argument for 
a moment. Take the case of an inventor perfeét- 
ing his machinein a secret room; amachine which 
he can take into his own room, and there perfect 
without the world knowing anything of it; would 
he go about selling that machine before he had 
patented and perfected it? Did anybody ever hear 
of such a thing? Have not Moore & Hascall 
been precisely in that condition under their ori- 
ginal patent? Could they, as honest men, go and 
seek to sell patent rights over the country when 
those rights were imperfect, and when a machine 
built according to the original patent would not be 
of any actual service to the builder or the vendee 
they would have been disgraced 
before the community if they had attempted it. 
They stand now ready to sell. At the expiration 
of the term of their patent they stand in the same 
condition where other inventors begin—just ready 
to sell and make something.” That disposes of 
the whole objection as to why they cannot sell. It 
is because they would not sell an imperfect and 
useless machine. 

Again, the Senator says if costs $1,600 to build 
one of these machines. So far from that being 
the case, it costs but $600. There is a mistake 
of $1,000, nearly two thirds of the calculation, I 
am speaking that which | know. It costs these 
men now $600 to build one of these machines; and 
no doubt improvements can be made in machinery, 
by which they can be built at a less price. 

Mr. President, (Mr. Wetter occupying the 
chair,] you know something about agriculture in 
the northern and northwestern States, and you 
will appreciate what lam about to say. What 
does this machine embrace? A threshing machine 
which costs $200 or $300 by itself. 1 will not speak 

positively, but my recollection is that you cannot 
buy a good threshing machine now short of $200 
or $300. That is embraced within this machine. 
It bas a fanning mill also embraced in it, and re- 
member that it has not only to be embraced but 
to be coupled with the other machinery, and it has 
to be so made that it can stand; for you know if you 
take the horse-power, which will carry a threshing 
machine, and apply it to an ordinary fanning mill, 
you would tear it all to pieces. Therefore the 
machine has to be so geared and regulated that 
you can have power enough to thresh, which 
takes eight horses, and you must regulate that 
power so that it shall propel the threshing ma- 
chine, propel the wheels of the whole machine in 
the field, propel the power to cut; and yet be so 
| delicately arranged that it cannot tear the fanning 
| mill all to pieces. A fanning mill can be turned 
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in any man's hands; so that the difficulty of com- 
bining heavy machinery with it can readily be 
Beel). 

This machine, so far from taking sixteen horses 
takes but twelve; so far from costing $1,600, it 
costs but $600, and Mr. Moore is of opinion that 
improvements can be made in the manner of 
building it, so that he can build it at a cost of not 
over $400—very little more than a single threshing 
machine now costs. | am not a very rash man, 
especially in pecuniary matters; but | should be 
willing to enler into acovenant in order to relieve 
my friend from Wisconsin, for 1 certainly would 
not injure him, and I will give good security, that 
if this bill be passed by the Congress of the United 
States, and everything which the inventors claim 
under it shall be given to them by patent, neither 
his reaper, nor the reaper of any other man in the 
field, shall be couched or stopped. 

Mr. WALKER, It will not be because it can- 
not be done under the bill. 

Mr. STUART. I say it will be because it 
cannot be done under the bill. Why, sir, Hus- 
sey’s reaper was patented before this, and has 
been in operation all the time, and nobody ever 
dreamt that the two came in Opposition or sought 
to stop that. Nobody has ever contested a suit 
with FLussey—nobody has ever brought asuit with 
Hussey—seeking to show, gither as plaintiff or 
defendant, that there was any collision between his 
invention and Moore & Hascall’s. Talk about 
stopping reapers in the harvest fields of the coun- 
try! Thatargument cannot betouched with logic, 
because there is no beginning and no end to it. These 
men expressly said in their original patent that 
they did not claim the invention of a threshing 
machine. Such machines have been used for 

ears. Nobody holds a patent for them now. 

hey do not claim it. They do not claim to be 
the inventors of a fanning-mill. They donot claim 
tq be the inventors of a rake. They do notclaim 
to be the inventors of the cart-wheels by which 
this machinery is propelled. But they claim that 
they have combined these threshing powers and 
cleaning powers with certain cutting apparatus 
which they have invented, so as to secure a pat- 
entable machine. Why, sir, talk about stopping 
threshing machines, and stopping fanning mills, 
and stopping reapers! The thing is an absurdity. 

There is no doubt about one thing, and I do 
not seek to disguise it here; and, as the Senator 
has given me notice that he is going very exten- 
sively into this argument, I will say to him that, 
if he chooses to touch that branch of the ques- 
tion, | shall be delighted to meet him, not on ac- | 
count of any particular prowess that | claim for 
myself, but because *‘ truth is mighty and will 
prevail;’’ and is nowhere more certain to prevail 
than in the Senate of the United States. It is not 
denied that other individuals do claim, in respect 
to the cutting apparatus, what Moore & Hascall 
claim. Hussey does not claim it. As I said be- 
fore, there is no collision with Hussey’s machine; 
but there are persorS in the country who have 
sought to obtain glory, reputation, and éc'dt over | 
the inventions of Moore & Hascall,and Hussey. 
I will ask my friend from Maryland, [Mr. 
Pearce,] if he has time, to look into it and he 
will find that Hussey is an original, true, and 
meritorious inventor, entitled to the thanks of the 
whole agricultural community. He will find 
Moore & Hascall! to be of the same class. But, 
sir, he will find that the man who went to Eng- 
land, and sought to carry off everything by éclat, 
has never invented a machine of this character at 
all. He has invented nothing. Ido not seek to 
involve myself in any controversy about other 
machines; but [ dare meet the Senator on this | 
point. I speak on this question to my fellow Sen- 
ators here with a little feeling for this reason: 
Moore & Hascall have expended $30,000 in in- 
venting the only machine that will operate. They 
are the sole inventors of the sickle applied as they 
apply it-—in a manner that is worth anything. 
McCormick's machine will not work unless he 
can use Moore & Hascall’s sickle. 

Now, sir, what do I ask in this bill? I ask, 
and I appeal to my fellow Senators, if it is not fair | 
to these constituents of mine, that they shall 
have leave to go to the Patent Office, and file a 
specification of what they claim to be the original 
inventors of; that the Commissioner of Patents 
shall then give notice to the whole world that 
these things areclaimed, so that Hussey, and Mc- |' 
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-Cormick, and Atkinson, and anybody amd every- 


body, may come in, and see whether Moore & 
Hascall are the original inventors of this machine 
or not. And now let me inquire, what does the 
argument of the Senator from Wisconsin go to 
show? Either that there will be an investigation 
which will be fair, and will secure to these men 
what belongs to them, or else that the Senate has 
to come to the conclusion that the Commissioner 
of Patents and the judge of the court to whem the 
appeal may be taken, are not entitled to the com- 
mon confidence of the community. What room 
is there for these sweeping declarations and de- 
nunciations, when the bill is guarded? I re- 
peat, Moore & Hascall must prove, according to 
it, that they are the original inventors of every- 
thing they claim, or they cannot have the exten- 
sion. Whatisthe effectofit? I mean to be fair, 
and I will state it. It is to save all question of 
abandonment to these men while they have been 
applying to Congress; that is all. They have 
been since 1850 urging Congress to pass this bill; 
and it is therefore so framed as not to allow this 
tume to be pleaded against them, and thereby to 
make out an abandonment of their inventions. | 
That is the whole thing, and it is all there is of it. | 
Is there any reason against it? 

Mr. President, the fact cannot be concealed that 
there are moving causes against this measure, 
which do not fall within the line of legitimate ar- 
gument or defense. | know what those causes 
are. I know how a thing may be misrepresented, 
I know how a continual dropping will wear out a 
rock, and | know how a continual dropping of 
remarks into the ears of Senators and members of 
the House of Representatives will prejudice the 
best human mind before the owner is aware of it. 
But if this were a new question, if it never had 
been presented to the world before, the plainest 
man, humble as myself, could go before any 
ordinary tribunal, and in twenty minutes show | 
that there never was a more meritorious case | 
resented to the consideration of man. I have, 
Ir. President, sought to show that from the fact 
that the original model was burnt, from the fact 
that there can be no room for fraud, because this 
is a machine which works out of doors and in the 
eyes of everybody, there is no danger in allowing 
the inventors in this case to specify their claims, 
just as they might have done originally at the 
Patent Office, and surrendered them up. Any 


| man can go and surrender up his specifications, 


file new ones, test the case anew, and take out a 
patent according to his new specifications. It is 
an every-day occurrence at the Patent Office. 


| The patentee, by this course, only subjects him- | 
i 


| inventor. 


self to prove that he is the original inventor of 
what he claims under his amended specifications. | 
Now, this bill proposes to do that in this case; 
and, | say, inasmuch as the machine is of such 
magnitude, that all its operations were out of 
doors, and must inevitably have been always open 
before farmers, plain men, mechanics, honest 
men, is there any danger of the practice of a fraud 
upon the community, or upon other inventors? Is 
there a case in which parol evidence could be re- 
sorted to with such safety in reference to an 
other class of machines? I think not; and I think 
that all question ought to be removed as to who 
are the original inventors. 

I have sought to show that these men must be 


entitled to what they in¥ented in perfecting the 
| machine, or else you do them no justice what- 


ever. You may as well say to every inventor, 
‘* we will give you your original crude idea; but the 
things which you invented, while you were trying 
your machine in your room, perfecting it, and 
bringing it to maturity, you shall not have.’ || 
That is the argument reduced to a few words. 
Now, sir, after providing, as the bill does, for 
this renewal and extension, upon complete exam- 
ination by witnesses before the Commissioner of 
Patents, after providing, as it does, for an appeal 
as in all other cases, suppose a patent be granted. 
The question is still left open, before the courts of | 
the United States, whenever the parties choose to 
try it, between Moore & Hascall and McCor- 
mick, or me else, as to who is the original | 
hat injury, then, can be done by | 


this? {| 

A few words more in reference to stopping the | 
Senator's reaper, and I have done. Mr. Hussey | 
is making reapers under a patent. As I have al- || 
ready said, there is no collision with him, and |) 


| by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
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none is pretended. Mr. MeCormick is makin 
reapers under two patents, one of which he took 
out in 1845, and which, as I claim, is for the sick 
that Moore & Hascall commenced using in 1836. 
But he took it out in 1845, and it has fourtes, 
years from that time to run. How is the reaper 
to be stopped, if it cannot be stopped now? Mr 
McCormick is taking his patent fees under hig 
patent of 1845, and will continue to take them for 
fourteen years from that time, and no man can 
build a reaper and use that sickle, during those 
fourteen years, unless he pays McCormick a patent 
fee. How, then, t ask, is any man’s reaper to be 
stopped, if this bill passes, that cannot be SLOpped 
without the bill? The only point in dispute = as 
to that sickle. I say McCormick holds a patent 
for it running for fourteen years from 1845. Wy 
claim that he has no right to it. We claim that it 
is an invention of these men, and that they are 
entitled to it, and ought to have the emoluments 
growing out of it. The bill proposes to put them 
in a condition where they can contest that ques- 
tion. They cannotconte:t it now. Suppose some 
man has a suit with McCormick, and proves that 
Moore & Hasca!] invented the sickle; he defeats 
McCormick, but does not help Moore & Hascall}: 
he gives the property to the public, makes it free, 
but that does not remunerate the real inventors, 
How stand these real inventors? Thirty thousand 
dollars out of pocket. They are men who claim, 
for themselves, to be meritorious; and they are 
men whom | claim, on my responsibility as a man 
and a Senator, to be meritorious. I speak from 
knowledge. ‘They are my neighbors. This thing 
has been done in my community. It has been 
done where I know all about it, if 1 know any- 
thing. Therefore I say, after an expenditure of 
$30,000 out of pocket, these men ask the Congress 
of the United States simply to put them intoa 
position where they can contest with McCormick, 
or anybody else, the question of whether they 
are or are not the original inventors of this ma- 
chine and its improvements. Why not do it? 

Mr. President, I cannot consent to detain the 
Senate longer upon this question. I hope that 
nothing may be said, under the notice that the 
Senator from Wisconsin has given us, which shall 
make it necessary for me to say more; but such 
is my belief in the honesty of this transaction; 
such is my knowledge of its honesty and of its 
merit; such is my belief of the duty of Congress 
to enable these men to get remuneration, that, if 
it shall be necessary for me to answer any other 
argument which may be thrown out, I shall ask 
the courtesy of the Senate to do so. I trustit 
may not benecessary todo so. But I hope to see, 
though late in the day, something like justice done 
to these men. 

Mr. WALKER obtained the floor, but yielded 
to 

Mr. DAWSON, who moved that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until Mon- 


day. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

On motion, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

MESSAGE, FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that the House had passed a bill to 
authorize a register to be issued to the steamer El 
Paraguay by a new name. 


‘ EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion by Mr. DAWSON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 


and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 


reopened; and 
The Senate adjourned? 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivar, May 19, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
STEAMER EL PARAGUAY. 

Mr. FULLER, | ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report a bill from the Committee 
on Commerce, and to have it put upon its pas- 
sage. It is a bill to authorize the Secretary 0 the 
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to issue a register toa vessel. 
justice requires should be | 
iewisiated upon without delay. 





Treasury It is one 


of those eases which 


Mr. COBB. There will be no 
objection. 2 . ° 
No objection being made, the bill was intro- | 
duced, and read a first and second time by its 
title, as follows: 

4 bill to authorize a register to be issued to the 
steamer El Paraguay by a new name. 
" Mr. FULLER. I move that the bill be now 
put upon its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was subse- 
ently read the third time, and passed. 

MEDALS STRUCK BY AUTHORITY. 
Mr. DAWSON asked and obtained the unani- 
mous consent of the House to introduce a resolu- | 
tion; which was read, ag follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, requested to communicate to this House copies 
of any reports he may have received from the director of 
the Mint. touching the condition of dies of medals struck 
i authority of Congress in commemoration of patrigtic | 
eervices and national events, and of the propriety of estab 
lishing in the Mint a medal department, for collecting and | 
preserving such dies, and of authorizing impressions to be 
made in bronze for distribution among the States, or oth- 
erwise, under such reguiations as may be prescribed for the 
same. oe . 

There being no objection, the resolution was 


adopted. 


It is right. 


qu 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘There is a committee in the 
Senate which has now under consideration a sub- 
‘ect which has been referred to the Committee of 
Wavs and Means in this House, embraced in the 
pet tion and papers of the officers of the peniten- 
tiary for the District of Columbia. 1 ask the per- 
mission of the House to withdraw those papers 
from she Committee of Ways and Means, in order 
that they may be referred to the committee of the 
Senate. 

No objection was made, and leave was accord- 
ingly granted. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. WALKER. I find in the proceedings of 
the House on Monday, at a pomt of time just 
previous to taking the final question upon the 
adoption of the resolution of the gentleman from 
Iilinois, (Mr. Rictarpson,] that | am represented 
as having moved to lay that resolution upon the 
table. The record is in these words: 

“Mr. WALKER. 
table. 

“ The SPEAKER. 
of order.” 





I move to lay that proposition upon the 


The Chair decides the motion is out 


| beg leave to say that I made no such motion. 
I was not within the bar of the House when 
that motion purports to have been made; and if I 
had been, | believe I am the last man upon this 
floor to make such a motion. 

NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 

Mr.RICHARDSON. I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Oxps in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose 
on yesterday, it had under consideration House 
bill (No. 236) for the organization of the Terri- 
tories of Kansas and Nebraska; and upon that 
bill the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cuurcu- 
WELL] has the floor. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. said, having made up 
his mind on this subject, he would not have risen 
to address the committee to-day but for the bold 
and defiant manner in which one of his colleagues 
had invited him to the tournament. 

In the course of his remarks, he said the ver 
Principle which the House were asked to acknowl- 
tdge was established as a permanent principle vy 
our fathers when they framed the Constitution of 
the country. He replied to the remarks of Mr. 
Cu.tom, saying he believed, before Heaven, and 
he should be a coward if he did not assert it—he 
would not bea Tennesseean if he did not assert it 
—that Tennessee was the first State, after the 
formation of the Federal Constitution, which came 
into the Union with a slavery clause in her con- 
stitution. He thought that the honor of his State 





would have been better defended if his colleague 


= 


> aT ae 


| compromise of 1820. 


(Mr. Cuttom] had taken this side of the question, 
and come up tn aid of the principle ingrafted in 
the constitution of that State, namely: that the 
people have the right to govern themselves in their 
own way, and Congress has no right to interfere. 

When the South has an opportunity to place 
herself in the position of the original States, they 
find four or six southern men coming up with Ab- 
olitionists and Free-Soilers, taking a stand against 
the repeal of the Missouri act of 1820, because, 
forsooth, it will occasion agitation in the country, 
and because, forsooth, it has been in existence for 
thirty-four long years! But, during that period, 
under this geographical expedient, the South has 
had nothing but trouble and turmoil, growing out 
of the attempt to establish a line of latitude, in- 
stead of the principle that the people have a right 
to govern themselves. 

Mr. DEAN said he had refrained from speak- 
ing on this bill heretofore, because he had hoped 
that it never would be brought to a vote. 
hoped that gentlemen of the South would see its 
effect upon themselves, and that the members from 
the North, before the hour had arrived for decid- 
ing the question, would hear such a voice from 
their constituents as would induce them to oppose 
it. He felt fortified in this hope when, by a com- 
manding vote of the House, the bill of the Senate 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and that, too, after it had 
been announced to the House and the country 


| that such a reference would be equivalent to the 


defeat of the measure. 
Representing, as he did, the district of James 


Tallmadge, the mover of the Missouri restriction 
in this House, and the district, home, and burial 


| place of Smith Thompson, a member of the Cabi- 
| net of Mr. Monroe, who, in writing, gave his 


opinion that the Missouri compromise was con- 
stitutional, he could not but say in public what 
he had always said in private, that this was a bill 


to be denounced rather than to be discussed. 


Having adverted to the important public busi- 
ness which had been set aside to bring the bill 
under consideration before the committee, he de- 
clared that this was a measure to be resisted by 
all the parliamentary tactics which the minority 
were capable of using, and for the reason that no 
member of this Congress had been elected for the 
purpose of disturbing this Missouri compromise. 
If members had been elected on this issue, he 
would have yielded to the will of the majority, 
without anything more than a silent vote. He 


| proposed that they now abandon this bill, and go 


on with the ordinary business of legislation, and 
let the people elect to the next Congress men who 
would be competent truly to represent the opin- 
ions of their constituency on this question. 

He denied that the bill contained the doctrine 


| of popular sovereignty, and termed it a double- 


faced bill. He contended that the Missouri com- 


| promise was constitutional, and declared that the 


North had always stood up for it, and would be 
willing to abide by it to the end of time. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, a stern 
sense of duty to myself and my constituents com- 
pels me to address this committee for the purpose 


| of giving some of the reasons which control my 


vote upon the Nebraska and Kansas bill. 
When the bill was first introduced into the Sen- 


| ate, and before I had examined it, supposing it con- 
| tained wer ene st gn = its friends claimed forit, 


I was predisposed in its favor, and I so expressed 
myself to my friends. Asthe bill began to attract 
the attention of the country, and petition after peti- 


| tion against its passage was laid upon your table; 


when men of the South rose in their places in this 
Hall and in the Senate, and conjured their brethren 
to maintain in its integrity the faith plighted to the 
North: and when the bill had assumed a definite 
shape, then, sir, I felt the urgerft necessity of 


| a most thorough and careful examinntion of the 


bill. [ made it; and I arose with the conviction 
that I could never give my support to this bill 
without doing violence to my oath and my con- 
science. Sir, I believe in the sanctity of compro- 
mises. I believe that their maintenance in all their 
length and breadth, their height and depth, is the 
only conservator of the union of these States; and 
believing thus, I can never sanction, by my vote, 
either directly or indirectly, the repeal of the 
I believe, sir, that the com- 
promise measures of 1850 affirm and indorse the 
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interfere with one another; and the man or men 
who dare assert they are inconsistent, libel the 
God men of these trying crises that gave them 
birth, and the avowal of such sentiments in the 
campaign of 1852 would have committed them to 
the rack of public opinion until there was not a 
whole bone left in their bodies. 

This bill dpes not carry out the Joctrine of non- 
intervention, inasmuch as it takes from the people 
the source of all power, the right to choose their 
own officers, and makes their legislation subject to 
the revision and veto of the mere creature of the 
Federal Executive. 1 believe, sir, in the language 
of the last Baltimore convention: : 


ee 





* That Congress has no power under the Constitution to 
interfere with or control the domestic institutions of the 
several States, and that such States are the soleand proper 
judges of everything appertaining to their own affairs, not 
prohibited by the Constitution; that all efforts of the Aboli- 
tionists or others made to induce Congress to interfere with 
questions of slavery, or to take incipient steps in relation 
thereto, are calculated to lead to the most alarming and dan 
gerous consequences; and that all such efforts have an in- 
evitable tendency to diminish the happiness of the people 
and efdanger the stability and permanency of the Union, 
and ought not to be countenanced by any friend of our po- 
litical institutions. 


** That the foregoing proposition covers, and was intended 
to embrace, the whole subject of slavery agitation in Con- 
gress; and therefore the Democratic party of the Union, 
standing on this national platform, will abide by and adhere 
to a faithful execution of the acts Known as the compro- 
mise measures, settled by the last Cougress, the ‘ act for 
reclaiming fugitives from service or labor ’ included: whick 
act, being designed to carry out an express provision of the 
Constitution, cannot with fidelity thereto be repealed or so 
changed as to destroy or impair its efficiency. 

‘That the Democratic party will resistall attempts at re- 
newing, in Congress or outof it, the agitation of the slavery 
question, under whatever shape or color the attempt may 
be made.”’ 

Elected upon that platform, pledged to resist 
agitation, I cannot and will not stultify myself 
by giving this bill my vote. I wish it to he dis- 
tinctly understood that I do not oppose this bill 
because it ts an .2dministration measure. I am con- 
trolled by higher, holier, and loftier motives. I 
am controlled by the oath I took before entering 
on my duties, and the dictates of my conscience. 
These, sir, are influences before which Presi- 
dents sink into insignificance, Cabinets become as 
nothing, and the insane ambition of presidential 
aspirants dwindles into besotted idiocy. Sir, did 
I believe this measure right; did I believe this 
bill would give lasting peace to the country; did 
I believe that it carried out the doctrine of non- 
intervention and the right of self-government; that 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise was not 
affirmative intervention, legalizing and legislating 
slavery into territory now free, before God, who 
is my judge, | would vote for it. I would give it 
a most cordial and hearty support. The threats 
of political death could not intimidate me. The 
frowns of my constituents would not awe me. 
The fact of its being an Administration measure 
would not swerve me from my duty. If right, [ 
would support it, although fifty recreant Presi- 
dents, and as many imbecile Cabinets, stood at its 
back. If my conscience approved it, in the lan- 
cuae of the immortal Jackson, ‘ noearthly power 
could drive me from my position;”’ for I believe T 
would be standing upon the immutable principles 
of justice. 

Sir, | came into political life upon the compro- 
mises of 1850. I supported them as a measure of 
adjustment between the North and the South— 
foremost and ever, early and late, in good repute 
and bad repute, in prosperity and adversity, I 
have upheld the compromisé measures of 1850. If 
have proclaimed their sanctity; | venerate them 
as the savior of our country from an impending 
and awful ruin; and with the same feelings, actu- 
ated by the same motives, believing in the saving 
efficacy and binding force of the compromise of 


- 1896, I will' uphold it so long as God gives me 


strength; and if fall I must, | wish no more glo- 
rious fate than to go down in defense of the com- 
promises of the Constitution, upon which this 
Union is based, and without which this Union can- 
not exist. Such a fate, sir, I court. 

Mr. BENSON. As one of the Representa- 
tives of the State of Maine, whose admission 
into the Union is and forever must be associated 
in history with the enactment of the Missouri 
compromise, and whose people are strongly at- 
tached to that safeguard of freedom, and coming 
from a district more thoroughly opposed to the 
extension of slavery than any other in my State, 


compromise of 1820; that they do not clash or | I have felt itto be my duty to my constituents 
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to present their views, as expressed in primary 
meeunge, public assemblies, and in remonstrances 
which have been presented to this House, against 
the passage of the measure now under considera- 
tion—a measure which, In my judgment, was 
uncalled for by the slave States, which is unjust to 
the free States, and which must be injurious to 
the nation. 

ior this purpose, as you are awaré, Mr. Chair- 
man, | have sought frequently to obtain the floor, 
but without success. My health to-day is not suffi- 
ciently good to enable me now tosay what! would 
like to say on this subject. I can do neither the 
subject nor myself justice. And I therefore pro- 
pose to take the course which many other rentle- 
men have pursued, and to avail myself of the 
press, if | see fit so to do, to communicate my 
sentiments to those who are interested to know 
what they are. If I desire to doso, I shall take it 
for granted that I will be permitted to print what 
I have to say. 

Mr. WALSH took the floor. 

Several Mempers. Come up the aisle, where 
we can hear you. 

Mr. WALSH. I do not desire, Mr. Chair- 
man, to leave my seat, as a good many gentlemen 
have done, and taken their position up the aisle, 
thereby promising a good deal, and not perform- 
ing very much. ([Laughter.} | do not wish to raise 
expectations too hich. 

Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the committee, 
if | had consulted my own desire, | should havecon- 
tented myself with a silent vote on this question. 
And it is only now, in compliance with the wishes 
and requests of other gentlemen, that | have con- 
sented to say afew words. Iam, however, backed 
up and strengthened in doing so by the fact that 


| 


some of my colleagues from New York have also 


availed themselves of the same opportunity. 

Siv, | do not need to stand here and make any 
speech in vindication of my course. Thatis known, 
not only to the people of my district, but to the peo- 
ple of the whole country. 


I have not been a man | 


of idle and empty professions; | have been one | 
of performances; and every act of my life has | 
proved the sincerity of my motives. When I was | 
elected to represent my district in Congress, | was | 
asked for no pledges—no pledges but my past life | 


and my present conduct. The people of my dis- 


trict knew me, and I believe they knew the worst | 


side of me before they learned the other. [Laugh- 
ter. 
This bill, designed to give organic law to the 


people of Kansas and Nebraska, has been so thor- | 


oughly discussed, that it would be presumptuous | 
on my part to undertake to throw any new light | 
upon it, or to illustrate the history of the meas- | 


ure, which seems to form a great and leading ob- 
stacle to certain Democrats in this House. 
It was discussed thoroughly and ably by those 


on the side of the question upon which I stand— | 
by the gentleman from Georgia, weeks and weeks, 
if not months ago; and I will not attempt to trav- | 


erse the ground over again, for the purpose of 
speaking for my constituents. 
for them, I speak to them. 
speeches. 


made, 


Sir, the history of the Missouri compromise, I | 


shall, as | said before, not attempt to discuss. I 


care not what proud array of names may be | 


now brought forward to es sanctity to, or-to 
perpetuate its existence. It is enough for me to 
know thatits enactment was a violation, anda 


~ one, of the Constitution of the United States. | 


f it were a compromise at all, it Was a, compro- 
mise of that glorious instrument. 

Sir, the constitutional convention was the place 
for compromises, It was at once the birth-place 
and the grave of all compromises. Sir, the Federal 
Constitution is the organic law of thisland. It is 


a solemn compact between the Federal Govern- | 


ment and the several States, under which the rel- 
ative powers of each are properly guarded; and 
no Congress, no thousand Congresses, no tacit, 
cowardly assent upon the part of any one, can 
make a violation of its humblest provision binding 
upon posterity. 

The course pursued by the opponents of this 
bill is well known to every man throughout the 
land. The hurried and imperious manner in 
which it was sent to the Committee of the Whole, 


Whenever | speak | 
I never write out | 
I never correct one; and I never carea | 
straw what becomes of them after they have been 





| 
| 
j 


|| of wrong. 


| (Laughter. 
| these meetings at the North. 


| of Texas. 


an opportunity of saying one word in reply— 
- without the opportunity of asking a single ques- 
tion—is well known. When that act was done, 
then came the exultation of all the Federalists and 
Abolitionists, from one end of the country to the 
other, over the supposed death of the Kansas and 
Nebraska bill. 

What achangecame over the spirit of those gen- 
tlemen, when they saw that bill quietly, without 
any ostentauon, without any underhanded, sneak- 
ing, or unmanly advantage, rescued from the obliv- 
ion to which they thought to have effectually con- 
signed it! What their consternation when they 
heard a notice given here by a gentleman who had 
the matter in charge, that on a certain day he 
would move to take it up; and then heard him 
state the purpose of the motion which he would 
make! 

W hat then was the course of the opponents of 
this bill after it was extricated? Here we sat up 
for thirty-six hours in a parliamentary contest 
unprecedented almost in our legislative history. 

I do not know butthat the physical endurance 
of that contest may have been a very great trial 
to some gentlemen, but to one who had gone 
through the drilling which | have, it was a source 
of infinite amusement. [Laughter.] Sir, thirty- 
six hours to a person who had siept in engine bunk 
houses, and gone through the ‘‘ coffee and cake 
shop”’ test, seeing who could set up the latest and 
the longest, it was a matter of refreshing amuse- 
ment; while | saw those who were the loudest and 
most determined to sit it out, stretched out, and 
covered up with cloaks and shawls. (Laughter. } 

Now, sir, the whole of that scene was grossly 
misrepresented, as everything upon this side of 
the question has been. As a single illustration of 
the gross perversion which has taken place with 
regard to it, I will simply refer to an account ofa 
litle night scene which took place between the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Epmunpson]} and 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campse.t,] which 
reminded me very forcibly of a model artist estab- 
lishment in Canal street, where men work in a 
stable during the day and represent the gods at 
night. ‘The one is represented by a telegraphic 
dispatch as rushing down upon the other armed 
to the teeth, like Sampson slaying the Philistines. 
Why, sir, so far from carrying a knife or pistol, 
he never carried a tailor’s bodkin. The other is 
represented as standing with his arms thrown 
behind him in a position similar to that of Ajax 
detying the lightning. [Great laughter. ] 

Now, sir, from the commencement of this dis- 
cussion, what were the appeals that were made to 
gentlemen upon our side of the question? Were 
they such as should be made by one honorable 
man to another; or were they the appeals made 
toacraven dog? Appeals to the fears of gentle- 
men? And we have heard about the trumpet-voice 
of the people. The people! I happen to know 
something about the people; not the people who 
have learned their politics in liveried carriages, nor 
in their furnished parlors; but, sir, I happen to 
know something about the people of this land in 
the position of cabin boy,and of deck hand upon 
the Mississippi, of fireman, working bareheaded 
and barefooted. [am in the position of a man 
who never had a dollar from the earnings of any 


of pandering toarrogance. |, sir, cannot be justly 
accused of pandering to the slave power. I have 
| never three times in my life known what it was 
to be worth two hundred dollars. I have always 
been the employee, and never the employer. Sir, 
1 am no lover of oppression. | am no lover 
I never oppressed any human being 


upon earth. No man, woman, or child on the 


| face of God’s broad earth ever can point to meas 
|| the author of their wrong. Sir, from whence come 
| these trumpet-tones of the people of which gentle- 
| men speak ?, Trumpet-tones! They would be far 


better characterized as penny-whisile screeches. 
I know the men who have figured in 
Q 1 knew them when 
they exhibited the same hostility to the annexation 
Others, who have known them longer 
than I have, have known them in their opposition 
to every single solitary stride that the Democratic 


| party has made in its onward march; every effort 


it has made to advance the prosperity and glory of 
this noble country; other men have known them 
in their inveterate opposition to every square inch 


under the spur of the previous question, without |! or acre of territory which has been added to the 
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Republic since the formation of the Government 
And, sir, this opposition now comes from the sam, 
source. Itcomes from men whose object is to ao 
olutionize the land. I know them—a set of P 
agitators and Peter Funk philanthropists. Jey, 

lutionize! Why, ten thoasand of them could bes 
revolutionize a barber’s shop or an oyster hee 
{Loud and prolonged laughter.] Now, gentlemen, 
this is no subject of laughter. (Renewed laugh: 
ter.] . 
_ Wherever you hear of meetings called irrespect. 
ive of party, it simply means a congregation of gli 
the factions and fag-ends of faction throughout the 
land, who hate and detest the success of the Demo. 
cratic party. Thatisthe whole sum and Substance 
of it. Sir, an appeal to any gentleman’s fears jg 
an argument far more worthy of a mock auction 
shop and its denizens, than men who are repre. 
senting constituencies in the Congress of the Uni. 
ted States. For one, | am free to confess that | 
am ready to declare that, whenever my constituents 
feel disposed to change their Representative, and 
look around for one more in accordance with their 
views, | shall feel—particularly if it should be op 
a question like this—that I have cut loose from q 
degenerate set of individuals, and that it is g sign 


eanut 


| they have sadly backslided during my absence. 


[Great laughter.] The duty of a man, no matter 
iow humble, no matter how elevated thejposition 
to which he has been advanced, is to perform the 
requirements of that position to the utmost of his 
ability, and in strict keeping with the promptings 
of an honest conscience; to do it utterly, and cop. 
temptuously disregardful of any effect it may 
exercise on his own immediate or prospective 


| destiny. 


It has, it is true, been, and I regret to say it, 
the misfortune of the Democratic party to have 
nursed the reputation of men who were an honor 
to it while they remained with it. It has*been 


| the misfortune of the Democratic party to have 


given the jewel of its affection to men who have 


| subsequently, for the purpose of gratifying their 


own unjust malice and disappointed ambition, used 


| it to the disadvantage of that party whose only 
| crime had been that of having been too munif- 
_ cently bountiful towards them. 
| record of all history tell those gentlemen that the 
| Democratic party can strike down effectually and 
| forever any man, or any number of men, no mat- 


But, sir, let the 


ter what their elevation, no matter what halo may 


| hang around their names, who turn recreant to 
| it, and form coalitions with its enemy in its hour 


of peril and trial. 
Mr. Chairman, another charge which has been 


| made here is, that every man who came up to the 


|| support of a measure which is based on the fun- 


| a pretext into any triumph. § 
| many men in that day, thank God! whose ampu- 
human being but myself. I, sir, cannot be accused || 


1 istration than any man upon this 
i 


| damental principles of the Democratic party, and 


the principle which stood forth at the formation 
of the Constitution with those who advocated it, 


| had to encounter the same opposition to the dif- 
| fusion of power among the people. 


But, sir, in those days there were no political 
cowards. The Federalists of that day, erroneous 


| as may have been their principles, disdained con- 
/cealment. They were men of high and lofty 


daring—men who disdained to sail under cover of 
Sir, there were too 


tated limbs and war-scarred bodies bore testimony 


| to the part which they had takem in that long, 


dreary, and desperate struggle of the oppressed 
against the oppressors; there were too many Wit- 
ows and orphans, whose protectors had been slaia 
in that fearful struggle, and too many unburied 
patriot’s bones still bleaching upon our battle 
fields, to permit of their succeeding in their nela- 
rious purposes. At every stage of our progress, 
we have met the same opposition. We have met 
it under other pretexts and in other forms, but 
with the same intention. Sir, when gentlemen say 
that the Administration controls the votes of gen- 
tlemen who stand by the principles of their whole 
lives in sustaining this measure, I would ask them 
to look at the records of each. It comes with & 
bad and miserable grace from men the records o! 
whose whole lives, from their eFadles to the pres- 
ent hour, has been one unbroken exhibition of 
selfishness and toadyism, to attempt to accuse 
other men of it who have never yet been guilty 0! 


' a mean or dishonorable action. 


Sir, I have been worse treated 


by this Admin- 


oor. All my 
friends have been worse treated. There 1s not® 
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pare solitary friend of mine who has not been 
jetracized by the present Administration, But if 
her genuemen can afford to gratify their hosulity 
unit ds the Administration by striking through 
> eacred and venerated principles of the Demo- 
cratic party, 1, for one, have not the courage, or 
3 ai ApS 1 ought to say, the baseness, to follow 
rm It seems to me like firing the magazine of 
aa oa which contains some five hundred men— 
4 os y among them being your nearest and dearest 
fiends—for the purpose of reaching its _com- 
mander, to whom you are opposed. [ will follow 
no such example. ‘The position that | now oc- 
-ypy isthe position that | have always occupied— 
it is the position that every man claiming to rep- 
resent the national Democracy atfected to be in 
favor of at the commencement of this session, 
when Mr. Doveras’s bill was first introduced. 1 
recollect, Very distinctly, that we talked over the 
matter, and decided to offer an amendment to that 
pill in its then shape, repealing, in emphatic and 
direct terms, the Missouri compromise. If any 
entleman entertained a different sentiment, he 
did not express it upon that occasion. | stand, 
sir, now where I stood in 1848, when I traversed 
almost every county of my State, and other 
States too, to sustain the principle of self-govern- 
ment, as set forth in the Nicholson letter, which 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] 
yesterday sadly misquoted by stating that it re- 
ferred exclusively to territory thereafter to be 


oune 


the 


acquired. {t meant all territory, and it was writ- 
ten long before California was admutted—long 
before we knew upon what terms it would be 
received. 


Mr. BANKS. Will the gentleman from New 
York read a passage from the letter referred to, if 
I will hand it to him? 

Mr. WALSH. With the utmost pleasure. 

“To apply them to new ‘Territories to be acquired would 
scarcely affect their tranquillity. ”? 

Our tranquillity has always been, and always 
will be affected, as long as there are any traitors 
among us’ [Laughter.]} 

“Briefly [am opposed to the exercise of any jurisdic- 
tion by Congress over this matter, and T am in favor of leav- 
ing to the people of any Territory which may be acquired 
hereafier, the right to regulate it for themselves under the 
general principles of the Constitution.”? 

This does not conflict with what I have been 
saying. My friend who handed me that paper, 
said yesterday that he had not had the advantages 
of education which other gentlemen had received. 


| think he is better off in that respect than I am; || 


for | never attended school but three quarters, 
and then | believe I got turned out once or twice. 
(Laughter.} A man can be aman of education 
without being drilled through college. It is far 
better to know the men among whom one lives, 
than to know of men who have been dead three 
thousand years. If [ am deficient in classical lore, 
| ain pretty well booked up in the rascality of the 
age in which we live. [Laughter.] It makes no 
odds how a man gets up to the roof of a house, 
whether he climbs by a ladder or goes up some 
other way. I would not barter away all the 
practical knowledge 1 have received in lumber and 
ship-yards for all the Latin that was ever spoken 
liancient Rome. I had rather speak sense in one 
plain and expressive language, than speak non- 
sense in fifty. (Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, how 
mueh time have I left, as that appears to be the 
standing question? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Half an hour. 

Mr. WALSH. I will commence somewhere 
again. {Laughter.] My friend from New York 
‘Mr. Dean] pledged his friends, in the early part 
of this session, to support this bill. I never 
pledge anything except I redeem it. As I said 
before, the principle of this bill is the recognition 
of the ability of the peopie for self-government. 
If that principle is false, if it is erroneous, then 
the whole theory of our Government is a lie; and 
then the great men of the Revolution, whom and 
whose memory we have been taught from our 
earliest childhood to regard with veneration, have 
een simply but idle, visionary, and impracticable 
dreamers. “The Federal party have always been 
afraid of the people; and I regret to say that they 
have always found a sufficient number of slippery 
allies in the Democratic party, or rather upon its 
outskirts, to act with them. 

A. stand here upon the same ground—and I trust 


| was will listen to what | say—upon which we 
stood at the commencement of thesession. I stand 
where the national Democracy of New York, 
and a great many of those with whom we differ, 
stand. I stand where stood that noble-hearted, 
lofty, and self-sacrificing patriot, to whom the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Mitver] paid such 
a just and magnanimous tribute yesterday. l 
stand where Daniel S. Dickinson stands. 

One of my Buffalo colleagues, [Mr. Marre- 
sON,] at the early part of our New York contro- 
versy—since then there has been a kind of fusion, 
and I do not know where to hunt him up now— 
stated that Daniel S. Dickinson had been offered 
the collectorship of the port of New York as an 
evidence of the desire of the Administration fo do 
justice to the national Democracy; and he ex- 
pressed his great surprise that he had not at once 
availed himself of the offer, with hundreds of 
Offices at his disposal. Sir, 1 was in Washington 
when Daniel S. Dickinson was appointed. | was 
in Washington when the arch-intriguers of the 
Cabinet suggested that little piece of pettifogging 
artifice. i was in Washington at the time; and 
when [ was urged to telegraph Mr. Dickinson, 
and request him to accept the office, | said that 
I would rather telegraph him to hang himself. 
{Laughter.] The idea of making atide-waiter of 
a man who had refused the Presidency of the 
United States to attest his sincerity and devotion 
to his friends! Daniel S. Dickinson, and all those 
who claim to belong to the Hards of New York, 
have been sneered at repeatedly on this floor during 
the early part of the session. And when this 
Administration came into power-—when we were 
all supposed to be standing on the Balumore plat- 
form—a portion of the Democracy of New York, 
who were false towards the principles of the Dem- 
ocratic party, concentrated their spite on him, and 
asked that his head should be brought to them, 
like the head of John the Baptist, on a salver, 
that they might exhibit their hostility to him for 
his devotion to the Constitution. 

But, sir, if Daniel S. Dickinson lives, and if a 
sturdy, well-knit frame, a sound and vigorous con- 
stitution, a conscience which can look back in 
proud and serene approval on every act of his 
glorious and eventful life; if the prayers of the 
true-hearted, the virtuous, and the patriotic, and 
the bitter, inexorable hatred of the vile, the venal, 
and the perfidious, can prolong a good man’s life, 
he has, thank Heaven, a good square quarter of 


a century yet to devote to the welfare of this | 


country, for which he has already made such 
gigantic sacrifices, and to which he has rendered 
such numerous and inestimable services—he will 
havehisreward. Yes, sir,if Daniel S. Dickinson 
lives, he will yet receive the acknowledgments, 
and, I trust, also, the reward which a grateful 
and generous people—when not thwarted in their 
wishes, as has been, I regret to say, too often 
latterly the case, by intriguing and mercenary 
demugogues—rarely fail to bestow, ultimately, on 
their able, devoted, and disinterested benefactors. 
And when, sir, at length he shall be called from 
among us; when all that is mortal of him shall be 
returned to the mother earth; and when the bright 
green grass shall bloom, in its freshest verdure, 
on the moist sod which rests lightly upon his bold, 
manly, and patriotic breast, the record of his gal- 
lant deeds, and of his noble, fearless, and spotless 
life, shall shine forth as a brilliant beacon to en- 
courage and cheer the sinking hopes, and to rein- 
vigorate the faltering steps of future travelers, 
whose instincts may perhaps have taught them to 
be equally true, equally faithful, and equally patri- 
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otic, but whose hearts shrank back and trembled * 


at the dark and dreary ordeal through which they 
must successfully pass ere they are permitted to 
reach the cherished objects of their fondest hopes. 

Daniel S. Dickinson affords a bright and bril- 
liant contrast to the time-serving and timid course 
of many other public men. Daniel S. Dickinson 
stands before the American people as an honor to 
any age, as an honor to any party; and when | 
can have the indorsement of such a man for the 
measure now before this House, I feel no fear in 
following his honest and patriotic example. 

Sir, I felt as much disappointment, as much in- 
dignation as any of my colleagues could, at the 
ostracism to which we were subjected when this 
Administration*®came into power. | was reading a 


'| little extract this morning in a newspaper from an 
\t the gentlemen elected upon the same grounds || English writer, wherein he describes a poor, virtu- | 
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ous girl, shivering and famishing upon the steps 
ofa Magdalen asylum, into which she was refused 
admittance upon the ground of not being qualified. 
So when i passed the White House last spring, I 
felt that | was excluded from the favor of its in- 
mates because | had not first passed through all 
he degraded and debased stages of political pros- 
tituuion. |Laughter.} 

Sir, Goldsmith, in one of his admirable essays, 
makes a Chinaman say to an Englishman, that 
‘* you punish vice, but we do more. We reward 
virtue.”?” The present Administration, at least in 
the earlier stages of its power, seems to have re- 
pudiated both of these maxims by bestowing its 
blandest smiles and richest favors upon men who 
had rendered themselves eminently conspicuous, 
and infamously conspicuous, as traitors to the 
Democratic party of the Union. I ask no favor 

f the Administration. No relative of mine ever 
held a public office; and | would rather follow 
every relative of mine to the grave than to see 
him receive a favor at the hands of the Adminis- 
tration. Sir, the Administration is only a thing for 
aday. It hasan existence that is to continue two 
years and ten months only. But the principles of 
the Democratic party are as immutableas the laws 
that govern the universe itself, and | trust they 
may prove asenduring. Mr. Chairman, I believe 
if it had not been for the course pursued by the 
Administration when it came into power, they 
would not have found the Democratic majority of 
eighty-odd in this Hall scattered and divided upon 
one of its leading measures. 

Sir, there are two or three men in the Cabinet 
who are looked upon with more favor by some of 
my colleagues than they have been looked on by 
me. I have not crossed the threshold of the 
President’s domain since I have been in Wash- 
ington. You may search the records of the Pres- 
ident’s Private Secretary, and you may also search 
the records of every Department of the Govern- 
ment, and you will not find a single solitary recom- 
mendation for office coming from me; for I ex- 
pected nothing different from what has occurred. 
Whenever | see the great men of the nation 
elbowed out of the way to make room for others, 
who, no matter how good they may be, have not 
made their impress upon the history of the coun- 
try, | can always see a bargain behind which 
does not appear upon its faee. 

No, sir, | have not been deceived. But I would 
say to the intriguers of this Administration—and 
I do not characterize them all as such; on the con- 
trary, there are men in the Cabinet who would 
do honor to any stage of our nation’s history— 
but let me say to the intriguers, who look out of 
the northern window of that room where so many 
treacherous and contradictory schemes have been 
devised, upon the equestrian statue of that immor- 
tal hero whose iron nerves, resistless will, and 
changeless purpose, invariably triumphed when- 
ever and wherever the Constitution of his country 
and the great cardinal principles of his party were 
either assailed or threatened. Let them look 
there, and blush with shame at their faithless vacil- 
lation. Let them look nearer, within the inclos- 
ure, and under the very windows of the White 
House, upon the stern figure of the illustrious 
father of Democracy, the inspired author of the 
Declaration of Independence, and recoil abashed at 
their own gross departure from the pure patriotic 
principles to which he so fearlessly and unswerv- 
ingly adhered. Let them look to the South, upon 
the waters of the Potomac—that classic stream, hal- 
lowed by so many recollections of the past; that 
stream whose waves wash the shore where rest the 
sacred ashes of the Father of his country. Let them 
gaze upon the lofty column now rising to perpetuate 
his memories; then let them look up into the broad, 
blue canopy of heaven, wherein is mirrored that 
purity, that nobleness of character to which man 
should aspire—and while thus engaged in this sim- 
ple duty, let them pause and determine whether 
these circumstances, whether circumstances so 
eminently calculated to inspire nobler sentiments, 
will not at least awaken them to a consciousness 
of their own selfish and disreputable intriguing. 
Let them then remember that to their temporary 
keeping is now confided the destinies of the same 
great, glorious, and promising Union, at the head 
of which, at three several and equally eventful pe- 
riods, stood this departed trio. Let them remem- 
ber that they are at the head of a Republic which 
ia now the only beacon of hope for long suffering 
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and grieviously outraged humanity in this sadly 
misgoverned world. Let them determine at once 
to use the larvely increased means placed at their 
disposal in seeking the forgiveness of an insulted 
people, by employing those means in elevating the 
social and political morals of the Union, in diffus- 
ing, by wise and happy example, and by all other 
means which a great and prosperous people may 
legitimately employ, the benefits of our own dem- 
ocratic institutions among the nations of the earth. 
Then, sir, and not until then, I solemnly assure 
you, may they, in my belief, ever hope to even 
partially regain the confidence and respect of the 
masses of the people, who believe that they have 
been grossly outraged, if not shamelessly be- 
trayed. 

Inreply, Mr. Chairman, to what dropped from 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Wenr- 
worth] last night, and to others who have been 
overflowing with sympathy for the southern 
slaves, | have to say, that the only difference be- 
tween the negro slave of the South, and the white 
waves slave of the North, is, that the one has 
a master without asking for him, and the other 
has to beg for the privilege of becoming a slave. 
(Great laughter.] The one is the slave of an in- 
dividual; the other is the slave of an inexorable 
class. After the latter has added, by his labor and 
his toil, wealth to the community in which he has 
lived, he is turned adrift without any, among all 
the different employers that he has had, to give 
him a mouthful of victuals or a night’s lodging. 
1 would ask the particular advocates of Abolition 
upon this floor, to point me to one single solitary 
degradation heaped on the negro of the South 
that a white man at the North is not liable to have 
imposed on him for the time being through pov- 
erty? Last night the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts said, as | noted it down at the time: 

“No man or woman, black or white, could be deprived 
of their freedom for one hour, without it was for the com 
mission of a crime, ard then on the judgment of a court.” 

Has it come to this? Is the fact of having 
black skin a crime in the South, and is the fact of 
having a collapsed stomach and an empty pocket 
a crime in the North? (Laughter.} What is the 
difference’ I have never gone through the one 
state: | have never had a black skin, but I have 
gone through the other state. [Laughter.] 

Now, | was going to read an affidavit to the 
committee, but my time is too short; so I will only 
state the substance of it. It is one of nearly a 
thousand cases that | know of myself. It is an 
affidavit wherein it is stated that a woman, after 
heving lived for eight or nine years in the town of 
Southbridge, in Massachusetts, where she had had 
children born, and where she had been herself 
employed by the selectmen of the town to scrub 
out the public building, and where she had caught 
cold and had become unable to support herself and 
children, was, under the provisions of a law of 


Massachusetts, which I have here, taken—notupon | 


the order of a court, but upon an order written by 
a magistrate—and transported to New York, for 
fear she should become an incumbrance on Mas- 
sachusetts. 

it is all very well for gentlemen to get up here 
and clamor about the wrongs and outrages of the 
southern slaves; but, sir, in the city of New York 
alone, during the last year, there have been 
over thirteen hundred people deprived of their 
liberty without any show or color of an offense, 
but because they were poor, and too honest to com- 
mit acrime. Now what is the appeal that these 
nven make when they go to the South? They do 
not make the appeals to them that a make here 
and atthe North. They do not appeal to the mag- 
nanimity, sense of justice, or Christianity of the 
southern slaveholder, but they appeal to his ava- 


— 


\ the North. 





oppression. Oh, no, sir. There are no lashes in 
Here is a specimen of the kind of 
lash we have there. These are the boys, [exhibit- 
ing a pawnbroker’s duplicate amidst great laugh- 
ter.] I will read it: 

No. 122. Joseph Simpson & Company, 25 Chatham 
street, July, 1853. Gold watch, $6. Mike Walsh. Not 


answerable in case of fire for damage by fire or robbery ; 
twenty-five per cent. per annum.” 


And it is more, as a general thing. At twenty- 


five percent. he has $300 a year, and his $1,200 eats | 


nothing, wears nothing, consumes nothing, and 
can be used as the same instrument of oppression 
after he is dead. His children after him can be 
used as the same instrument of oppression among 
the children and grandchildren of the survivor. 
One thousand two hundred dollars invested in 
northern pawn-broking—and it is almost the same 
thing in landlordism—brings $300 a year. For 
that $300 a man can own one of the best living, 
breathing, white, thinking men of the North; and 
after he has worn him out, at the age of forty 
years, he can pass him away and take a younger 
fellow. The difference between the two systems 
is simply this: If a dozen of us own a horse in 
common, we want to ride him as much as possi- 
ble,and feed himas little as possible. [Laughter.] 
But if you or | own a horse exclusively, we will 
take good care that we do not feed him too much 
to endanger his health, but just enough to keep 
him in good traveling order. But as I find my 
time is getting short, | must conclude by a brief 
allusion to another matter. 

There have been inuendoes and insinuations 
made against me, because | have supported this 
bill. As 1 said before, | supported it because it 
lies at the very bottom of the principles of the 
Democratic party. These charges and insinua- 
tions have not been made publicly in a manner so 
that | could reply to them; and [ shall now simply 
dispose of them as they deserve. They have not 
troubled me a great deal. It takes something 
more than that to shake my nerves, or ruffle my 
composure. The eagle while quietly reposing in 
his mountain home, may be temporarily annoyed 
by the biting, buzzing swarm of miserable, des- 
picable insects, but when once he spreads his im- 
perial pinions to soar aloft, with the first flutter 


| of his wings he sweeps them down, and with the 


rice. They tell him, abolish your negro slavery | 


in the South, and adopt the slavery of wages that 
we have substituted for it in the North, and it will 
put money into your pockets, and add to the op- 
pression of those who do your work. Why, sir, 
a poor man at the North will, for fifty cents a 
day, drag more in a hand-cart than three negroes, 
with four mules, will bring into Washington, 
though they have a white man to watch them. 
eae A man at the South gives $1,200 
or a negro; he has to support him; he has to feed 
and clothe him; he has to provide for him in old | 
age; to take care of him in his sickness, and to 

bury him when he is dead. In the North we. 
have no sueh bold, manly, open, and above-board | 


next he soars onward, upward, and heavenward 
into sunlight regions, to which it is not given even 
to the vision of meaner birds to follow. 


Mr. MORRISON said that he was not opposed 


to a bill to organize the Territory of Nebraska. | 


He did not, however, believe that there was ~~ 
urgent necessity forsuch organization; for, accord- 


ing to the statement made by the Indian agent in | 


his report of last November, there were in that 


whole vast region but three white men, with the | 


exception of those connected with the Army and 
their employees, and those who were there as trap- 
pers and traders. 

He was, however, opposed to this bill because 
it contained a provision to which he could never 
assent, namely: the one proposing to repeal the 
Missouri act of 1820. That act, he contended, 
was constitutional, and not inconsistent with the 
compromise of 1850. 

Mr. KNOX was assigned the floor. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania. If the gen- 


tleman from Illinois will give way for a moment, 


I will move that the committee take a recess until | 


seven o’clock. 

Mr. -BENTON. If no gentleman wants the 
floor now, I wish to occupy it for about ten min- 
utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ihli- 
nois [Mr. Knox} is entitled to the floor, the Chair 
having recognized him. If the gentleman from 


Illinois will yield the floor for ten minutes, and if || 


the committee will be willing that the gentleman 


from Missouri [Mr. Benton] may proceed, he | 


— do so. 
| he gentleman from Illinois yielded the floor, | 


/and general assent was given to the gentleman 


| 


| 


from Missouri to proceed. 


Mr. BENTON said: Mr. Chairman, I have | 


nothing more tosay to this bill on account of its in- 
terference with the Missouri compromise. On that 
point [ havespoken my share, and shall not recur 
to it again. I pass on to a new point—one signifi- 
cantly revealed to us some ten day#ago bya Rep- 
resentative from Georgia, the member from the first 
congressional district of that State, | Mr. Sewarp.]} 
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Chat gentleman spoke against the bill in 
entirely accordant to my own opinions; bute 
the conclusion that he would vote for it, and oa, 
his reasons for doing so; reasons which had not 
been mentioned by any other speaker, and which 
struck me as momentous, and worthy to arre 
the attention of the House, and of the country, 
He objects to the bill because it is unfounded ang 
contradictory in its statementsand assumptions 
inconsistent with itself, with the act of 1820, ang 
of the acts of 1850—because it was manufacture 
| for a particular purpose, and is of no value in jtsels 
to the slave States; but which commands his giip, 
port, as a southern man, on account of its ulterio, 
operations, as containing a principle to be asserted 
in future, and which was put into the bill to b.. 
come the basis of some grand movement in this 
country. I will read what he said, as the Proper 
way of doing justice to his clear and well ey. 
pressed opinions—to his momentous revelations 
and as the best way of availing myself of his 
important declarations. I find them thus in the 
official copy of the speech: 


**T oppose the details of this bill, because they are poy 
consistent with themselves or with the transactions to Which 
they relate; and the bill itself shows that it was manu, 
tured for a particular purpose. Sume of the clauses ep. 
braced in it, conflicting as they are, were introduced {or thy 
purpose, in my opinion, of setting up a principle to be as 
serted in future, and which the acts of 1850 never contained, 
Now, sir, let us see. We are called upon here now to yoie 
for this bill, which is not dr&fted in the Ordinary shape of 
legislative acts. But the framers of this bill have furnisieq 
the reasons, within the bill itself, on which we must act, 
and which they call on us to subscribe to. What js ji? 
They tell us that the law of 1820, being ineonsistent wiy) 
the legislation of 1850, therefore that the act of 1820 js jy 
operative and void. I take issue with them; and, for my 
self, occupying the position that I do as a southern man. | 
never have subscribed, never will, and never can subscribe 
to the doctrines contained in the acts of 1850. My objec. 
tions to the acts of 1850 are Known at hume. They are 
recorded in the proceedings of the convention which took 
place in Georgia in 1850. [ was a member of that conven- 
tion. T voted against the Georgia platform on principle, 
And now, when that portion of the South having feelings 
in common with me on this question, have waived their 
objections to it for the purpose of uniting with the South, 
and harmonizing public feeling on this great qifestion, it is 
putin here as the basis of some grand movement in this 
country. I know not what that movement is.” 


& Way 
aMe to 


I concur in the truth and justice of everything 
which the member from Georgia has here said, 
but differ from him in the conclusion to which he 
arrives—that of voting for the bill; and find in his 
reasons for that vote, additional reasons for my 
own vote against it; but he votes asa southern 
man, and votes sectionally. 1 also am a southern 
man, but vote nationally on national questions. 

| He sees in it a principle set up which is false 
and useless in its application to Nebraska, but 
| which is to be asserted in future, and which is 
| put into the bill as the basis of some grand im- 
pending movement in this country. Of the nature 
of this movement, which is to be so grand, andat 
the same time sectional, the memberdeclares him- 
self to be ignorant; and that ignorance, | would 
suppose, should be a reason for holding back 
from a bill which commits its supporters to great 
unknown things. That is the way it works with 
me. I also am ignorant, that is to say, unin- 
formed of this grand movement which is to be in 
| this country; but I believe in it, and so believing 
| am the more against the bill. I am against any- 
thing that I do not understand, and which nobody 
will*explain to me, and which, according to my 
own short and dubious lights, is dangerous to the 
peace and honor of the country. [ believe in the 
futility of this bill—its absolute futility to the 
slaveholding States—and that not a single slave 
will ever be held in Kansas or Nebraska under ', 
| (even admitting it to be passed.) Though adapted 
to slave labor in two of its great staples, (hemp 
and tobacco,) I do not believe that slaves will 
ever be held there. The popular vote will expel 
them. Kansas is contiguous to middle and south- 
ern Missouri, where slave labor is profitable, and 
slaves held in great number—a single owner within 
two hours’ ride of the line holding one hundred 
more than the five handred of Randolph of Roan- 
oke; and five thousand in his county alone: but 
‘the holder of slaves will have but one vote, and 
will be beat at the polls by the many who have 
none. In relation to Kansas and Nebraska, then, 
{ hold the bill to be a deception and a cheat—what 
| gamesters call gammon, congressmen buncome, 
and seamen a tub to the whale: that is to say, 8" 
|| ambidextrous operation upon the senses of con- 
|| fiding people, by which they are made to see what 





